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CURRENT TOPICS. 


Ir Is CONSIDERED by the authorities that the plan adopted for the 
first time before the issue of the recent transfer order, of exposing 
a list of a larger number of causes than that proposed to be 
transferred, has operated very beneficially in saving numerous 
applications to the Lord Chancellor for a re-transfer. 





Tue notice which will be found in another column respecting 
the attendance of Mr. Justice Kexewicn during the Easter Vaca- 
tion gives full particulars necessary to enable any suitor seeking 
relief to find his lordship at any time. If ensuing vacation notices 
contain similar minute particulars, they will be of inestimable 
service to the biographer of the Vacation Judge, as enabling him 
accurately to trace the daily movements of his subject. 





Ir 1s rmvortant that solicitors should note that Lord Sarisscry 
stated in the House of Lords, on the 23rd inst., that ‘ solicitors, 
bankers, and brokers will be recognized as agents by the Bank as 
the party entitled to receive the 1s. 6d. commission,” and that 
there was nothing in the Bill to prevent solicitors from making 
their usual professional charges, but ‘‘ the commission was allowed 
in order to save holders from the necessity of sacrificing a part of 
their bonus in order to pay such professional remuneration, which 
the commission itself was provided to supply.” 





Tae Easrer Vacation has unfortunately come without the 
moving of the address for the appointment of a new judge of the 
Chancery Division, notice of which appeared in the orders of both 
Houses last week. Mr. W. H. Surra deferred to the economists, 
admitting that the success of the motion would involve an addi- 
tioval charge on the Consolidated Fund, but forgetting to add (or 
not being reminded that) the new judge will be a court fee-earner 
toa considerable amount. It is not satisfactory that a proposal 
recommended by the committee on the Chancery Chambers, sup- 
ported by two ex-Lord Chancellors, and declared last session by 
the present Lord Chancellor to be “‘a very urgent matter,” should 
be shelved on the first breath of ignorant opposition. 





Tarre 18 No Brancu of Jaw which stands more urgently in need 
of consolidation and amendment than that relating to bills of sale. 
It is needless to say that the Act of 1882 is one of the worst speci- 
mens of modern legislation on the Statute Book, and that some of 
the decisions, even of the Court of Appeal, are extremely difficult to 
reconcile. But the point of most urgent importance is the mass of 
litigation to which the uncertainty in the law gives rise. We 
are informed that, in reply to a question put by the Maxeuis of 
CaRMaRTHEN in the House of Commons on the 20th inst., the 
President of the Board of Trade stated that his attention had been 
called to the important difficulties which had arisen in connection 
with the Bills of Sale Acts, and that, although he could make 
no promise to bring in a Bill, he would be happy to confer with 





the Marquis on the subject. We believe that the Marquis pro- 
poses shortly to communicate further with the President of the 
Board of Trade on the matter, and it is to be hoped that some 
representation may be made by the Council of the Incorporated 
Law Society with a*view of inducing the Government to deal 
with the matter at an early date. 





Oye or Mr. Goscuen’s Budget proposals will excite the keen 
attention of solicitors. He is reported to have said that there 
existed a mode of exemption from stamp duty ‘‘ by evasion, a 
neglect of which those members who are familiar with the law 
courts may have heard. That occurs when persons who are bound 
to stamp certain instruments do not stamp them until they are 
produced in court, and then pay the stamp to make the instruments 
valid. In a large number of other cases it is notorious that stamp 
duty is evaded. I shall propose,” he added, “‘ certain clauses to 
make the application of the existing law somewhat more stringent,” 
and he estimated that the gain to the revenue from this alteration 
would be at least £50,000. There is no doubt that ‘‘ evasion”’ of 
this kind takes place; for instance, we believe that the agreements 
for tenancy from year to year on some large estates are never 
stamped, and there are other cases in which it is considered cheaper 
to run the risk of the penalty in case an instrument has ever to be 
given in evidence, than to stamp each instrument. As the lawnow 
stands, there is no great risk in this: the principle of the stamp 
law is that an unstamped instrument shall not, except in criminal 
proceedings, ‘‘be pleaded or given in evidence, or admitted to be 
good, useful, or available in law or equity” unless it is duly 
stamped—not that the instrument shall be inoperative unless duly 
stamped ; and the penalty for stamping is not very heavy. The 
question of interest is, how Mr. Goscnen proposes to make the 
application of the law more stringent. An increased penalty would 
have some effect in inducing stamping within the prescribed period ; 
but would have the opposite effect in the case of a deed not stamped 
or insufficiently stamped within that period. The person liable to 
stamp the deed would have an increased motive to delay stamping. 
A provision that deeds executed after a specified day and not duly 
stamped should be inoperative for any purpose, would give rise to 
the gravest inconvenience and injustice. Whatever alteration may 
be made will have an important effect on the now ordinary con- 
dition of sale, that the purchaser shall bear the costs of stamping 
any unstamped or insufficiently-stamped deed. 





AN INTERESTING PornT in the law of mortgages has been decided by 
Mr. Justice Kexewicu, in the case of Tarn v. Turner (ante, p. 307). 
A., who was the owner of leasehold property, first mortgaged it by 
demise to B., and then leased it by way of sub-leasetoC. Upon B.’s 
refusing to recognize C., the latter claimed to redeem him. The 
question whether a mere tenaut for years is a person entitled to 
redeem seems to be new, and it was decided by the learned judge 
upon the principle, advanced in argument by Mr. Jessen in Pearce 
v. Morris (5 Ch. App. 227), that “‘any person who is entitled to 
an interest in any part of the land may redeem.” It was said that 
this statement of the law was accepted by Lord Harnerter 
C.; but it will be found that the words used by him were 
different—viz., “‘ Any person interested in the equity of redemp- 
tion is entitled to redeem.” This, however, is a somewhat tauto- 
logous expression, as the equity of redemption is itself, strictly 
speaking, merely the right in equity to redeem. But if we 
treat it as being the real ownership saddled with the mort- 
gage, then it is well settled that any person with a freehold in- 
terest in this ownership can redeem, and there seems no good 
reason for excluding the holder of a term of years. If it is a long 
settlement term it is part of the beneficial ownership; if it is a 
beneficial lease, this also is practically part of the beneficial 
owership ; while, if it is a lease at a rack-rent, the lessee is, 
according to Lord Mansrtetp’s opinion in Keech v. Hall (Doug. 21), 
a purchaser for value. As a matter of convenience it seems clear, 
too, that the right should be allowed; the mortgagee gets all he is 
entitled to when he gets his money, and a lessee who has no title 
against him may have valuable interests at stake. Of course the 
arguments in favour of the lessee are stronger when the mortgage 
is subsequent to the Conveyancing Act, 1881, as, under section 18, 
he can now generally get a valid lease from the mortgagor. 
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. Tae covrss of litigation in Haston v. London Joint Stock Bank 

(85 W. R. 220, 34 Ch. D. 95), the final decision in which has just 
been given by the House of Lords, has been curious, and the result 
will seriously affect the dealings between banks and money-lenders. 
The case arose out of the practice of the latter to lend money to 
‘their customers upon the security of shares and other property 
either negotiable or easily transferable. The money so lent is 
obtained in turn from a bank with which the money-lender 
deposits the securities in question. But it appears to be the prac- 
‘tice of the bank to hold such securities to cover the whole indebt- 
edness of the money-lender, without regard to the amount actually 
advanced upon them to his customers. The question, of course, at 
once arises, whether the customer is bound by this mode of pro- 
ceeding, and whether he cannot claim to redeem his securities from 
the bank upon payment of the money actually advanced to 
himself upon them. In the case in question a further complica- 
tion arose from the fact that the securities did not belong to the 
customer, but that he was allowed to use them for the purpose of 
the loan, and the extent of the authority thus conferred upon him 
was thought to be material. The sequence of events was as 
follows. Lord Suerrretp allowed Easton the use of certain 
securities for the purpose of raising a loan. Easton obtained the 
money from Moziry, and deposited the securities with him. 
Moztey passed them on to the bank to secure his whole indebted- 
ness. The bank, with Lord Suerrietp’s knowledge, got in the 
legal estate, and, having subsequently realized the securities, 
claimed to hold the whole of the proceeds as against Lord Sarr- 
FIELD in order to satisfy debts due from Moziry. It was held by 
Peanrson, J., that Easton had full apparent authority to deal with 
thé shares, and that Lord Suerriextp could not claim to limit this. 
Further, it was held that he was aware of Moztry’s course of 
dealing with the bank. Consequently, as the bank was a pur- 
chaser for value protected by the legal estate, Easton had no equity 
to displace them, and Lord Suerrrztp stood in no better position. 
The Court of Appeal went on different grounds, and declined to 
recognize that Lord Suerriezp had conferred upon Easton any- 
thing more than a limited authority. Consequently it made no 
difference that he knew of Mozixry’s course of dealing. They 
held, however, that the bank was right in assuming that Moziry 
had authority from his customer to pledge the shares in the way 
he did. The reason of this is not clearly stated, as it was cer- 
tainly not held that there was any general custom sanctioning the 
dealings in question. In the result, the House of Lords, while 
agreeing with the Court of Appeal that Easron’s authority was 
limited, have declined to follow it to the latter conclusion, and to 
protect the bank against the infirmity of Moztey’s title. The 
Lord Chancellor strongly asserted that his business could not have 
lasted a month, had not the bank, by allowing him to change 
securities, have made it possible for him to conceal his dealings 
with it from his customers. Consequently, the bank could not 
absolve itself from the duty of inquiring whether, when he came 
with securities which it knew were not his own, his authority to 
pledge these were really what it was assumed to be. Therefore 
the defence of purchasers for value without notice protected by the 
legal estate, which had availed the bank in the courts below, now 
failed, and the equity of Lord Suerrietp was let in. The practice 
which has thus been declared bad by the House of Lords is one 
more conducive to the convenience of banks than to the general 
interests of the public who borrow money, and it is fortunate that 
the plaintiff had the courage to persevere so far in the litigation. 





Tae pissent from the conversion of New Three per Cent. Stock 
standing in court which, when the Conversion Bill was before 
Parliament, was to be signified by the Paymaster “‘ on the request 
or on behalf of any suitors or other persons interested,” remains in 
precisely the same words in the 6th section of the Act as passed. 
As we pointed out (ante, p. 316), the Paymaster is not in a 
position to take evidence as to the title to the fund, so that the 
rules which are being framed as to funds in court, under the 
direction of the Lord Chancellor will have to come to the Pay- 
master’s assistance in this respect. It is not probable that there 
will be many, even if any, dissentients, the difficulties in the way 
of such dissent being obvious. Let anyone who thinks of dissent- 
ing with regard to a fund in court consider that, in case of dissent, 
the stock will be paid off, and there must be a re-investment in 





some other stock. The question will then arise, Who is to pay 
the cost of an order for re-investment? Perhaps the prospect of 
having to pay these costs may be a sufficient discouragement, and 
may have the effect of staving off those who would be inclined to 
dissent. Otherwise the rules, as already pointed out, must make 
provision to meet the emergency when it arises. There is, by the way, 
a curious expression in section 9 of the Act, which relates to 
the powers of trustees in relation to the exchange of stock. Stock 
may be exchanged “‘ with the consent of the person to whom the 
dividends on the stock are for the time being payable (which con- 
sent any trustee, or other person acting in a fiduciary character, 
is hereby authorized to give).” Who is here pointed at as a 
person acting in a fiduciary character? We are accustomed to the 
words as used in the Debtors Act, 1869, but there they are in- 
serted for the special purpose of bringing within the mesbes of a 
somewhat penal statute all those who are, in equity, trustees with- 
out having been appointed trustees by any instrument. No such 
persons can be intended in the recent Act, and, upon the whole, 
the expression has a rather dangerous appearance, and it is one 
which might, without disadvantage, have been omitted. 








THE LAND CHARGES REGISTRATION AND 
SEARCHES BILL. 


From the conveyancer’s point of view the present session would 
be far from barren if no other measure affecting his branch of law 
were passed than this short Bill, which passed the second reading 
in the House of Lords on Friday last. Its proposals are not 
at all ambitious; it does not attempt to reorganize the existing 
system of searches, or to carry out the recommendation of 
the Bar Committee last year that ‘‘the law relating to the regis- 
tration of judgments, and of executions issued thereupon, should 
be remodelled, with a view to the better protection of purchasers, 
and also with a view to making the remedies of creditors more 
uniform, and abolishing any distinction between legal and equitable 
execution.”’ There is a useful provision for an alphabetical index 
to the present registers, but the reform suggested by the Bill is, 
as we think wisely, mainly confined to supplying three defects in 
the existing system. The result of one, at least, of these defects 
is of the gravest importance. It is nothing less than this—that 
no purchaser or mortgagee can be safe in paying his purchase or 
mortgage-money. There may be the utmost prudence and circum- 
spection on the part of his solicitor, and yet it is impossible to be 
certain that he will not lose the whole or a portion of his purchase 
or mortgage-money. 

This defect, with which the Bill first deals, was revealed by the 
decision in Re Pope (34 W. R. 645, 693, 17 Q. B. D. 743). The 
framers of the Judgments Act of 1864 (27 & 28 Vict. c. 112) seem 
to have assumed that actual delivery in execution was a fact 
necessarily known to all the world. Apparently they did not 
conceive it possible that a purchase could be completed without 
notice of this fact. Hence, while they provided that no judgment 
or writ should affect land until the land had been actually delivered 
in execution by virtue of a writ of elegit or other lawful autho- 
rity, they omitted to provide that the writ by virtue of which 
the land had been delivered in execution should be registered. 
The result appeared in the decision in Re Pope (first, of « 
divisional court, and then of the Court of Appeal), that a purchaser 
who enters into a contract for purchase and takes a conveyance 
after the land has been actually delivered in execution, is postponed 
to the execution creditor, although the purchaser had no notice either 
of the judgment or execution. In delivering judgment, Lord 
Justice Cotton said: “I quite feel the difficulty which will be 
thrown on purchasers. It is not, however, for us to cure the 
defect, but for the Legislature.” 

The Bill remedies the defect by two very simple clauses 
(5 and 6)—providing, first, for the registration and re-regis- 
tration as a lis pendens of any writ, process of execution, 
or order affecting land issuel or made by any court for the 
purpose of enforcing a judgment, statute, or recognizance, 
and any order appointing a receiver or sequestrators of land 
for any purpose, “‘in the name of the person whose land 
is affected by such writ, process, or order”; and then pro- 
viding that every such writ and process and order, and every 





\delivery in execution in pursuance thereof, shall be void as against 
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a purchaser for value (which by section 4 includes a mortgagee or 
lessee or other person who for valuable consideration takes land), 
unless and until such writ, process, or order, is registered ‘‘ in the 
name of the vendor,”’ or registered pursuant to 27 & 28 Vict. c. 
112, or unless and until the action or proceeding in which such 
writ, process, or order is issued or made is registered as a lis 
pendens ‘‘in the name of the person whose land is affected by such 
writ, process, or order.” It is easy to see the reason for the 
requirement of clause 6, that the writ, &c., should be registered in 
the name of ‘‘the vendor,” but we are not sure that this will 
work. How is the judgment creditor to know who ie the vendor— 
for instance, where the sale is by a mortgagee? It may be said 
that, in that case, the judgment creditor may register under 27 & 
28 Vict., or as a lis pendens, but then the registration will not be 
necessarily in the name of the vendor. 

The next defect which the Bill seeks to remedy is the delay and 
expense at present attending complete searches in bankruptcy. 
They are at present in many cases practically prohibitory. The 
Bar Committee last year suggested that “ official searches” for 
bankruptcies should be instituted, to be conducted upon the same 
footing as the official searches provided for by section 2 of the 
Conveyancing Act, 1882. The Bill provides for the keeping at the 
central office of a register and the making of entries therein, in 
the name of the debtor or bankrupt, of receiving orders, and, in the 
name of the debtor, of deeds of arrangement; the former entries to 
be made on the application of the official receiver or trustee in 
bankruptcy, and the latter on the application of a trustee of the 
deed of arrangement or a creditor assenting to or taking the benefit 
of the same. The Bill then provides that nothing in the Bank- 
ruptcy Act, 1883, shall invalidate, in the case of bankruptcy, any 
conveyance, assignment, contract, dealing, or transaction of, or 
relating to, land, made or entered into by the bankrupt to or with 
a purchaser for value before the date of the registration of the 
receiving order, provided the purchaser has not, at the time of 
such conveyance, &c., notice of any available act of bankruptcy 
committed by the bankrupt. And a subsequent clause provides 
that every deed of arrangement, whether made before or after the 
commencement of the Act, shall be void as against a person who, 
after the commencement of the Act, becomes a purchaser for value 
of any land comprised therein or affected thereby ‘‘ unless and 
until” [gu@re, before} such deed is registered in the register pro- 
vided for by the Act. 

Those of our readers who perused the articles on Searches which 
appeared in this journal in 1886 and 1887 must have heen horrified 
to find how many land charges exist which are incapable of being 
ascertained by a purchaser. As the memorandum prefixed to the 
Bill says, ‘‘There are at present numerous companies or offices 
where statutory loans can be effected, secured by terminable rent- 
charges, and rent-charges can also be created under a great num- 
ber of municipal Acts, under the Land Drainage Act, 1861 (section 
35), under the Agricultural Holdings Act, 1883 (section 29), and 
under other Acts, all of which take priority over all other titles. 
At the same time, as to many of such charges no register exists, 
and a purchaser has no means of ascertaining their existence. 
Terminable charges of this nature are extremely dangerous, as 
when the land is settled they may prevent the purchaser from 
acquiring any title at all.” The Bill provides for the keeping at 
the central office of a register of these land charges in the name 
of “the landowner,” which term is defined in section 4 as mean- 
ing, when used with reference to land charge, ‘‘the person who 
owns the land charged at the time of the creation of the charge.” 
There _is, no doubt, great difficulty in arriving at a proper 
definition of ‘‘landowner”’—the Acts referred to varying 
widely in this matter—but we think the definition adopted is 
capable of amendment, and no doubt some more satisfactory 
words will be inserted before the Bill passes into law. The 
Bill next provides that the expenses of registration incurred by 
the owners of the land charge shall be added to the charge and be 
recoverable on the next day of payment. No fees are, however, to 
be required in respect of the registration of any land charge created 
before the commencement of the Act (clause 23). A land charge 
created after the commencement of the Act (31st December next) 
is to be void as against a purchaser for value of the land charged 
or any interest therein’ “unless and until [guere, before] such 
land charge is registered.” And after one year from the first 
assignment, transfer, <r devolution, by act inter vivos or by death 


or operation of law after the commencement of the.Act, of a 
land charge created before the commencement of the Act, the 
person entitled thereto is to be disabled from recovering the same as 
against a purchaser for value of the land charged therewith or any 
interest therein, unless the land charge bas been registered prior to 
the time of purchase. These are rather strong provisions, but we 
= not see how the object in view can be accomplished without 
em. 

Subsequent clauses provide for the keeping at the central office 
of an alphabetical index of all entries in any of the existing regis- 
ters of incumbrancers ; for official searches for entries made in the 
registers to be kept under the Bill; and for the making of rules b 
a body, enlarged es to number of judges, but otherwise co - 
ing to the ‘‘ tribunal” under the Solicitors’ Remuneration Act. 

We hope that solicitors will use all their influence to secure the 
passing of a measure which will not merely remove many risks of 
ee aye but also relieve solicitors from one portion of their 

iability for negligence. 








THE NATIONAL DEBT (CONVERSION) ACT AND 
RULES. 


(51 Vict. ©. 2.) 


This Act, which was materially altered during its passage through 
the Commons, but was left untouched by the Lords, received the 
Royal Assent on Tuesday last, the 27th, that is, just two days before 
the 29th day of March, on or before which dissents from the conver- 
sion of New Three per Cents. must, except in “‘ special cases” be 
signified to the Bank of England “in writing, with the amount of the 
stock to which the dissent relates,” in the manner prescribed by No. 
15 of the Treasury Rules issued on the 27th of March: But it isa 
peculiar feature of Mr. Goschen’s scheme that the action of the stock- 
holders affected was intended to be taken, and has already in a vast 
number of cases been taken, not upon the Act of Parliament which 
received the Royal Assent on the 29th inst., but upon the resolutions 
(afterwards embodied therein) of the House of Commons which were 
passed on the 12th of March. This will be seen by reference to the 
forms of assent to the exchange of Consols and Reduced issued by 
the Bank of England. 

We propose to go through the main provisions of the Act, but 
must first again call attention to the material distinction drawn 
between New Threes on the one hand and Consols and Reduced 
on the other, and the reason for that distinction. The dis- 
tinction is that holders of New Threes are not to be paid off unless 
they dissent, whereas holders of Consols and Reduced are to be paid 
off unless they assent. The reason for the distinction is, that by the 
terms of the National Debt Act, 1870 (see section 5, and schedule 1) 
re-enacting prior statutes (repealed by the Statute Law Revision Act, 
1870, passed on the same da yin pari materia (see as to New Threes 
7 & 8 Vict. c. 5) holders of Consols and Reduced are entitled to one 
year’s notice before redemption—which notice has not yet been given 
—whereas the holders of New Threes are, strictly speaking, entitled 
to no notice at all, though very difficult questions might have arisen 
as to the right of the Treasury to discontinue payment of interest, if 
the matter had not been provided for by sub-section 2 of section 1 of 
the present Act. 

New Threes.—The holders must, by section 1, signify dissent on or 
before the 29th of March, ‘‘ or such later date asis allowed in special 
cases by this Act.” The ‘special cases,” though not expressly 
indicated to be such, are easily found. They are (1) where the holder 
is abroad, (2) where the holding is charitable or otherwise fiduciary, 
and (3) where the stock is in court. In the first case (section 4) if the 
holder is not within the United Kingdom between the 12th and the 
29th of March, he may dissent either on or before the tenth day after 
his return, or the 1st of May, whichever be the earliest, or, if between 
the 12th of March and the Ist of May he was not within any part of 
Europe, the ist of September. In the second and third cases, the 
latest date is the same, the 12th of April. If either of any 
two or more executors, &c., is out of the United Kingdom, 
the time of section 4 applies, and by section 5, sub-section 
(2), the time within which the dissent must be signified ‘‘shall 
be regulated with reference to the most distant of them.” As 
to funds in court, the dissent is to be signified by the Paymaster- 
General, ‘‘ on the request and on behalf of any suitors or other persons 
interested therein,” and in pursuance of general or’special orders to be 
made by the High Court ‘on application summons in chambers 
or in such other way as may be directed by the Lord Chancellor.” 

In the case of charity funds standing in the names of the “official 
trustees’ (see Charitable Trusts Act, 1855, ss. 17 and 18), such 





trustees may dissent ‘on the request of the trustees or persons acting 
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in the administration of the charity to which the stock belongs” 
(section 7). 

Result of Dissent and Non-Dissent.—Dissentients, under section 1, 
sub-section 2, of the Act, are liable to be paid off at par in manner to 
be directed by a future Act of Parliament, and without any such Act 
being passed, at any time before the Ist of August, ‘‘the whole or 
any part of their stock, either in one sum or in such proportions and 
in such order and manner as the Treasury may direct.” No. 6 of the 
Treasury Rules curtly puts it that ‘‘ dissentients will be paid off at 
par,” and that ‘‘due notice [whatever that may mean] of such pay- 
ment will be given.’” The 7imes of the 28th of March understands 
that they will be paid off on the 5th of April, on which day interest 
on the stock will of course cease.” 

Non-dissentients will receive a ‘‘new stock” to be called 23 
- cent. Consols, bearing quarterly, instead of half-yearly, divi- 

ends payable at the rate of 3 per cent. up to the 5th of April, 1889, 
2} per cent. up to 1903, and 2} per cent. up to 1923, after which 
date the stock will become redeemable. Trustees are (section 
26) indemnified against any loss resulting from their not signifying 
dissent, and there is nothing to require the consent of beneficiaries to 
either course being taken, or to empower beneficiaries to enforce the 
adoption of either course, for we take the provision of section 28 that 
any question arising as to the powers or duties of a fiduciary holder 
‘* by reason of conversion” may be determined by an order of the 
High Court, to apply only after the conversion has been effected, and 
not to have any application to the question whether it should be, or 
should have been effected or not. There is no indemnity in the case 
of trustees not dissenting. The words are ‘‘ Persons who are by this 
Act or by rules under this Act authorized to signify their dissent 
from the conversion of stock, or to exchange stock . . . shall 
not be liable for any loss resulting from their not signifying such 
dissent ; and trustees and other persons acting in a fiduciary character 
are hereby expressly authorized to make such exchange.” 

Consuls and Reduced.—The assent must be signified on or before 
the 12th of April, ‘‘or such later date as may be allowed in special 
cases.” These special cases are, following the provision as to New 
Threes: (1) where the holder is abroad, (2) where the holding is 
charitable or otherwise fiduciary, and (3) where the stock is in court, 
but the time for signifying the assent, or, as the Act phrases it 
rather loosely, for exchanging the stock, is not a fixed date as in the 
case of New Threes, but (see section 9, sub-section 4) ‘ such extended 
time as may be prescriled” by rules to be made by the Treasury 
under section 29 ( /). The extended time for holders abroad is fixed 
by rule 10 at varying dates upon a plan taken with some little differ- 
ence from that of section 4 of the Act applying to New Threes. 
The 12th of May is the date in the other two cases (see rules 11 and 
12), with the benefit of rule 10 for holders abroad. The Act does not 
specially provide, as in the case of New Threes, for the stockholder 
signifying the stock to which the assent relates, but rule 15 prescribes 
— each assent must specify ‘‘the description of the stock” 

eld. 

Result of Assent and Non-Assenf.—Assentients (we think the term 
may be fairly coined) will receive ‘‘2} per cent. Consols” bearing 
quarterly, instead of half-yearly, dividends payable at the rate of 
3 per cent. up to the 5th of April, 1889, 23 per cent. up to 1903, and 
2} per cent. up to 1923, when the stock will become redeemable 
As to them, the indemnity clause (section 26) is the same as in the 
case of New Threes: ‘‘ Persons who are, by this Act, or by rules 
under this Act, authorized . . . to consent to the exchange 
of stock, shal not be liable for any loss resulting . . . 
from their . - giving such consent; and trustees and 
other persons acting in a fiduciary character are hereby ex- 
pressly authorized . . . to give such consent.’ They also 
will Toostion 10), at the time prescribed by Treasury Rules, be 
entitled to receive five shillings per cent. upon the new stock taken 
in exchange, which sums of five shillings ‘‘may” [not shall] be 
treated by trustees as income, but if so treated shall not be subject 
to income tax.” The 9th rule provides for payment shortly after the 
receipt of each assent (but not before the 5th of April) by warrant to 
be sent by post to the stockholder in a sole account or to the stock- 
holder whose name stands first in the Bank of England on a joint 
account—a provision which, in the case of deceased or absent trustee 
stockholders, will interpose some little delay before the money reaches 
beneficiaries. Coming to the ‘‘conversion eighteen- pence,” we 
find that section 10 also enacts that the Treasury ‘* may, if they 
they think fit [nt shall] authorize the bank” to pay in respect of 
stock surrendered ‘‘ an allowance to recognized agents at a rate not 
exceeding one shilling and sixpence per cent.” The holder, by 
placing a name on the assent form, may make any banker, broker, or 
solicitor his statutory ‘‘ recognized agent” in the matter. The 
broker knows of, and has done work on, the stock by having bought 
it, the banker by holding a power of attorney for it, the solicitor in 
the case of a trustee almost always, and in the case of an absolute 
holder frequently, by having kept a record of purchase. In the 


case of trustees, often ignorant of the fact that they hold stock at 





all, and more often ignorant of the exact amount, the intervention 
of a solicitor will generally be n either to advise on the de- 
sirability of exchanging the stock, or to trace out deceased co-trustees, 
or to communicate or help communication with beneficiaries, 
Neither banker nor broker can help here. There is no restriction 
to the effect that the eighteenpence is to cover all charges. In 
simple cases and in cases of large amounts no doubt it will. 
But where the amount is small, and deaths have to be proved 
and title made (as will frequently be the case where powers of 
attorney have been given by trustees long ago deceased) we think 
it will be quite fair fur solicitors to charge more than the eighteen- 
pence. Bunkers and brokers, of course, will not be able to exceed 
the amount. Rule 13 provides that forms of claim for the ‘‘com- 
mission ” [sic] must be obtained of the Chief Accountant of the Bank 
of England. ; 

Now what is to happen to the non-assentients? The Act itself is 
silent. The 12th section authorizes the raising of money to pay off 
the New Threes where the conversion is dissented from, but a similar 
provision for raising money to pay off Consols and Reduced, where 
the exchange is not assented to, is conspicuous for its absence. The 
Treasury Rules are equally silent. e must, therefore, go to the 
National Debt Act, 1870, and there we find that these stocks are 
redeemable— 

“‘ At any time, on one year’s notice printed in the London Gazette, . . . and 
on repayment by Parliament according to such notice . . . by payments not 
less than £500,000 at one time. in manner directed by an Act to be passed. . . . 
Any vote or resolution of the House of Commons, signified by the Speaker in 
wiiting inserted in the London Gazette, shall be deemed sufficient notice.” 

As we have already pointed out, no such notice has yet been 
given. Mr. Goschen has stated that he will wait until the extent of 
the dissentients to the conversion of the New Threes is known—i.e., 
until the 12th of April--before asking the House of Commons to 
pass the resolution required. It is generally understood that, if the 
dissent be not very great, the notice willbe given. But it is to bea 
year’s notice, and an Act of Parliament will have to be passed to 
carry out the transaction. 

Incitents of the New Stock.—We have already spoken of the 
quarterly dividend and the five shilling bonus. There are other 
incidents more especially interesting to trustees. First and foremost, 
there is the power to keep more than one account. By section 18— 

‘In the registers of new stock, the bank shall allow any holder or joint holders 
to have more than one account, provided that each accountis distinguished 
either by a number or by such other desigaation as may be directed by the bank, 
and that the bank shall not be required to permit more than four accounts to be 
opened in the same name or names.” 

This is a duty clearly enforceable by nadamus. The provision will 
be of great value to trustees holding many amounts on different 
trusts, which amounts, if consolidated, would have to be earmarked 
by separate declarations of trust. We would recommend stockholders 
desiring separate accounts to send in assents on different days, and to 
notify the desire for a separate account upon each assent. It is to 
be hoped that the bank will soon publish the mode in which the 
separation of accounts is to be maintained. By section 19 a power 
to invest in any of the stocks which may be converted or exchanged 
under the Act extends to authorize an investment in the new stock ; 
and by section 27, where a trustee holds the new stock, he may sell 
it and invest the proceeds in any of the securities for the time being 
authorized for the investment of cash under the control of the High 
Court, notwithstanding anything to the contrary contained in the 
instrument creating the trust. 

Funds of Savings Banks,—We have postponed dealing with these, 
because the sections of the Act which deal with them are somewhat 
obscure. By section 16, sub-section 2, ‘‘ With respect to stock in- 
vested on behalf of depositors in trustee and post-office savings banks, 
the dissents and assents authorized by this Act may, on the request of 
any such depositor, be signified by the Commissioners for the Reduc- 
tion of the National Debt, and those commissioners and the Postmaster- 
General respectively shall make such provision as seems to them 
expedient for enabling such request to be made.” Now amongst the 
persons mentioned by the Act and Rules as having the benefit of 
the extended times, these Commissioners are not mentioned. Are 
they or are they not trustees? We think they are. But legally 
absent from the United Kingdom they can never be. Can ‘ pro- 
visions’’ made by them give any extension of time to fiduciary 
depositors or depositors abroad? We think that an amending Act 
ought to be passed as soon as possible to clear up these and other 
— which are, so far as we can see, untouched by the Treasury 
Rules. 

The Treasury Rules.—Amongst the rules not already noticed 
there are provisions that in the case of corporate accounts dissent or 
assent must be sealed with the common seal or signed by ‘‘ an officer 
of the corporate body recognized in that behalf by the bank”? (rule 
17); that dissent or assent may be signified by attorney (rule 19); 
that guardians may dissent or assent for infants (rule 22); that where 
a stockholder under a joint account is under disability or abroad, the 
other stockholder or stockholders may dissent or assent (rule 23); and 





that ‘‘ the evidence of being out of the United Kingdom or of being 
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out of Europe, or of holding stock as an executor, administrator, 
guardian, trustee, or committee, shall be a declaration under the 
Statutory Declarations Act, 1835, or of such other nature as the bank 
may require.” 








REVIEWS. < 
LAW UF PROPERTY IN LAND. 


A CoMPENDIUM OF THE LAW OF PROPERTY IN LAND. By WILLIAM 
DoveLas Epwarps, LL.B., Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & Haynes. 


In spite of all that has been done for the law of real property by 
the late Mr. Joshua Williams, and (for so unhappily we must now 
speak) the late Mr. Goodeve, it has long been clear that something 
more was wanted to bring its treatment into harmony with modern 
ideas of legal arrangement. Whether Mr. Edwards has entirely 
supplied this want may perhaps be doubted, but at all events he has 
taken a long step in the right direction. In the first place he takes 
as his subject, not the law of real property, but the law of property 
in land, and this at once opens up to fim matters which are properly 
treated together, but which eo not adequately described by the old 
title. The whole work is then divided into four parte, three of which 
treat of the ordinary law, while the fourth deals with the peculiar 
status of various classes of persons. The former three deal in 
succession with rights of ownership, with rights of property inferior 
to ownership, and with the transfer of rights of property in land. 

This arrangement enables the author to discuss the different parts 
of nis subject with much clearness, and as he has attempted a 
systematic treatment of the whole law, he has been led to introduce 
matters which were formerly passed over too lightly, and which the 
student has consequently had to pick up, somewhat at random, in 
other treatises. Thus he recognizes the importance of equitable 
estates, and devotes to these a very excellent and exhaustive chapter, 
instead of mixing them up with the Statute of Uses, as is too fre- 
quently done. The treatment of the subject is much facilitated b 
relegating the statute to the third part, the transfer of rights, whic 
is of course its proper place. It may be doubted, however, whether 
an ordinary lessee, holding at a rent, ought to be treated as an 
owner. It may be difficult, on the theory of English law, to distin- 
guish between long and short terms, but there are many practical 
consequences resulting from the lessee being only an occupier, while the 
owner is his landlord. The landlord’s ownership, then, may be divided 
into estates either in succession or held simultaneously, as also into 
estates at law and in equity. Such a treatment, moreover, would 
point out useful distinctions in the second part, which treats of rights 
inferior to ownership. Some of these, such as mortgages and rent- 
c>arges, form properly a part of the ownership, while others, such as 
easements, are really connected with the occupation. But while 
further improvements of this kind might be suggested, we are by no 
means certain that they would work out into the same successful re- 
sults that Mr. Edwards has achieved. At any rate, his method has 
enabled him to give us a true compendium of the law, and one which 
will supply either information, or the necessary clue to it, on nearly 
all points. Besides the matter of equitable estates above referred to, 
we may also point to the chapters on powers, and on rights of credi- 
tors, as affording a treatment of those subjects which the student 
hitherto has not had access to. The third part, which deals with the 
transfer of rights of property in land, is also full, instructive, and 
well arranged. 

The book is certainly destined to take a high place as a standard 
work on the law of property in land. The style is good, the conclu- 
sions of law are accurate, and the authorities are well selected. As 
an instance of the author’s care we may notice that the recent Copy- 
hold Act of 1887 is referred to continually througbout the book. The 
amount of detail is much greater than in Williams, and so it may not 
be advisable to take the present work altogether as a substitute for 
his. But as a companion volume to it, we can with great confidence 
recommend it to the student ; and the practitioner will find it a very 
useful epitome of the modern law. Altogether it is a work for which 
we are indebted to the author, and is worthy of the improved notions 
of law which the study of jurisprudence is bringing to the front. 





WINDING UP. 


THE PRACTICE AND ForMs IN WINDING-UP ComPANIES. A Con- 
CISE AND PRACTICAL TREATISE UPON THE LAW AND PRACTICE 
RELATING TO THE WINDING-UP OF COMPANIES FROM THE Com- 
MENCEMENT OF THE WINDING-UP PROCEEDINGS TO DISSOLUTION, 
WITH A CHAPTER ON RECONSTRUCTION, &c. By ALFRED EMDEN, 
Barrister-at-law. SEconpD Epirion, RE-WRITTEN, MUCH EN- 
LARGED, AND WITH NUMEROUS ADDITIONAL Forms. London: 
William Clowes & Sons (Limited). 


This is a second edition of a well-written, accurate, and usefully 
arranged book, It deals with a branch of company law which, to 





judge from recent statistics, is of wider —— than any other, 
and its treatment of it appears to be all that could be desired. The 
book bears ample marks both of the author’s industry and of his 
clearness of exposition and arrangement, and a glance at its con- 
tents, and at the mode of printing, is enough to shew that the 
greatest pains have been taken to make it practically useful. The 
general plan is to take up in order each point that arises in the 
winding-up of companies, and this method gives consistency to the 
whole work, and also makes it easy of reference. Each chapter 
abounds with practical directions, which are distinguishable by italics, 
and the various helps which the author and printer can give 
to the reader, by means of different t , marginal notes, 
and so on, will be found here with unusual completeness. In the 
chapter on contributories there is a — elaborate and useful tabu- 
lated summary of the leading cases on the subject, and here, as else- 
where, the practitioner will find the book a most useful guide to the 
authorities he is in search of. The forms constitute a large and 
distinct portion of the work, and at the end of each is inserted a 
reference to the earlier pages for the practice to which they refer. In 
reviewing the first edition we pointed out that it was false economy 
to print only those parts of the statutes which referred to windin 
up, and we also suggested that references to all the current series o 
reports ought to be inserted. In both these points the book has been 
improved. The statutes are now printed nearly in full, sections of 
little importance being shortly described, and all the reports are now 
fully referred to. In connection with the statutes, very useful mar- 
ginal references are given to the pages where the subject-matter of 
the various sections is dealt with. Lastly, we may refer to the index, 
which is very elaborate, and in which the sub-headings are alpha- 
betically arranged—a point often neglected. The book is an admir- 
able specimen of a treatise for practical use. 








CORRESPONDENCE. 
THE RESOLUTIONS ON THE LAND TRANSFER BILL. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. | 


Sir,—In reply to your correspondent X, I may say that thetwoforms 
of protection Nodhen by the d Transfer Bill were not overlooked 
or ignored at the recent conference. Both were fully discussed, with 
the result that, in the opinion of those present, the inhibition is as 
much too cumbersome as the caution is too slight a protection. 

A caution is a mere distringas, and ew entitles the cautioner to 
notice before any dealing with registered laad or a registered charge 
until after a prescribed notice and the lapse of a prescribed time. 
The notice, if not given personally, is to be given by post, and if it be 
lost or fail to reach its destination, the caution will, after the expira- 
tion of the prescribed time, cease to be operative. : 

Any person can, on producing the prescribed evidence, lodge a 
caution, subject to a liability to damages if he do so. without 
reasonable cause, and the intention of the Bill appears to be that this 
should be the usual method by which unregistered rights are to be 
protected. 

For an inhibition (which is really an injunction) can only be ob- 
tained by special application to the Land Transfer Board or the 
court, and at considerable expense. It is not a matter of right, bat a 
judicial decision. The protection which it affords is complete, but 
its cost will he sufficient to prevent its being resorted to in ordinary 
practice. 

The view laid before, and adopted by, the conference was that, 
while a caution might be, in some cases, sufficient, it should be pos- 
sible for anyone entitled to an unregistered interest in land or a 
charge to obtain, as of course, a stop order, as is now done in the case 
of dealings with a fund in court. Such an order is inexpensive, and 
affords a complete protection, since it cannot be removed or over- 
ruled except with the consent of the person by whom it was ob- 
tained, or by a judicial decision in chambers or elsewhere. ; 

The difference is obvious. In the case of a caution such as the Bill 
provides, the protection may be lost by a misadventure. In the 
case of a stop order, the person interested cannot lose the protection 
without his active intervention or an adverse judicial decision. 

Bens. G. Lake. 

10, New-square, Lincoln’s-inn, March 26, 





THE COST OF TRANSFER OF LAND. 
(To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 


Sir,— It has frequently been | nae that reformers, desirous of 
cheapening the transfer of land and house property, might with advan- 
tage turn their attention to other factors in the expense than the solici- 
tor’s costs It really would be useful. Take a case which has just 
occurrei to me in actual practice. A., the present holder of a lease 
at £150 per annum, sells it te B, ot » premium of £250. It so 
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happens that, the lease having changed owners many times, the 
abstract is a long one, and a good deal of trouble is caused by B’s 
desire to escape from his contract. Still the solicitor’s scale charge is 
the modest sum of £5. The house agent, however, who introduced 
B., is bound only by his printed scale, which is said to have received 
the sanction of an ‘‘ Institute of House Agents.” 

This enables him to make the following charges :— 


£s. d. 
Commission at 5 per cent. on rent . . 710 0 
Do. do. onpremium ., 1210 0 
Telegrams, Cab Fares, &c. ; ‘ ‘ 1 1 0 
21 | O 


And yet, hereafter, when the client ruminates upon the cost of 
assigning his lease, will it not be ‘‘ those heavy legal expenses ” 
which have to bear the blame ? G, 








CASES OF THE WEEK. 


COURT OF APPEAL. 
THE BARON ABERDARE ; THE GERTRUDE—No. 1, 26th March. 


Damaces — IntEREst Upon — AssgssMENT OF DAMAGES IN ADMIRALTY 
Division. 


These two cases were heard together. In 7he Baron Aberdare the action 
was brought in the Queen’s Bench Division by the owners of The Baron 
Aberdare against the London and St. Katharine’s Dock Co. for injuries 
caused by negligence in mooring the ship. The jury found for the 
plaintiffs upon the question of liability, and by consent it was ordered 
that the action be transferred to the Admiralty Division, this being done 
for the purpose of having the damages assessed by the registrar and 
merchants, The registrar awarded £7,500, with interest at the rate of 
four per cent. per annum to the date of payment. In Zhe Gertrude the 
action was brought in the Admiralty Division for damage to cargo. 
Before the Judicature Act the action could not have been brought in the 
Admiralty Court, as it was not within section 6 of the Admiralty Court 
Act, 1861, the owners of the ship being domiciled in England. The 
registrar and merchants awarded £9,800, with interest at the rate of four 
per cent per annum from the date of the damage to payment. Sir James 
Hannen confirmed both reports, 36 W. R. 191,12 P. VD. 204. Upon appeal, 
it was contended that the admiralty rule, which gave interest upon 
damages, was wrong, and ought to be overruled, and the common law rule 
followed. It was also contended that these were Queen’s Bench cases, and 
that, under section 24, sub-section 6, of the Judicature act, 1873, the 
Admiralty Division ought to give the same relief as the Queen’s Bench 
Division would give. 

Tue Covrt, after taking time to consider, dismissed the appeals. Lord 
Esuer, M,R., said that it was impossible now to overrule the long- 


established practice in the Admiralty Court of giving interest upon the | 


damages. There was nothing unjustin it. It had been recognized by 
Lord Selborne in The Khedive (31 W. R. 249, 7 App. Cas. 795). His lord- 
ship was inclined to think that it was more just than the common law rule, 
which did not give interest, co nomine at any rate. As to the second con- 
tention, the defendants had agreed to have the damages assessed 
according to the admiralty rule, in the first case by consenting to the 
transfer, and in the second case by not applying to have the action trans- 
ferred to the Queen’s Bench Division. Fry, L.J., concurred. In his 
opinion, if it had not been for the consent, the cases would, under section 
24, sub-section 6, of the Judicature Act, 1873, have had to be tried in the 
Admiralty Division according to the common law rule as to damages, and 
he had doubts whether a direction to a jury to give interest in such a 
case would not be wrong. Lopes, L.J., agreed.—Covnset, J. Gorell 
Barnes, Q.C., and Hurst; F. W. Holiams and Stubbs, Soxtcrrors, 
Hacon § Turner; Hollams, Son, § Cuward; Stokes, Saunders, § Stokes ; 
Botterell § Roche. 


PRIM v. SMITH—No. 1, 27th March. 


Practicre— Mayor’s Covrt—Crrtiornant—Mayor's Cover Act, 1857 (20 & 
1 Vier. c. 157), 8. 17. 


This was an appeal from a divisional court (Mathew and A. L. Smith, 
JJ.). BY section 17 of the Mayor's Court Act, 1857, ‘‘ no cause depending 
in the Mayor’s Court shall be removed before judgment therein into any 
superior court, unless the writ removing such cause shall have been lodged 
with the proper officer of the court within one month after the 
service of the plaint, or unless such writ shall have been lodged with 
such officer before such action shall have been entered for trial according | 
to the practice of the Mayor’s Court.’’ The action was commenced in the 
Mayor’s Court on November 25, 1887, and the plaint was served the same 
day. Appearance was entered on December 3. On January 17 a} 
summone was taken out for a certiorari to remove the action into tke High | 
Court. This was granted by the master, but Field, J., ou: appeal, referred | 
the matter to the court. The Divisional Court differed, and the master’s | 
order, therefore, stood. It was contended on the one hand that, on the 
— construction of the section, the writ of certiorari must be lodged 
within one month. On the other hand it was said that it was sufficient 
if the writ were lodged before the action was set down for trial. 

Tue Covrr (Fry and Lores, L.JJ.) dismissed the appeal. Fry, L.J., 
said that they were asked to read the word ‘‘or”’ as being equivalent to | 





! «and. In his opinion it was meant to ow an alternative, and to allow 


| the person lodging the writ the longer of the two periods, either within a 
month or before the action had been entered for trial. Loprzs, L.J., con- 
curred.—Covunset, Horne Payne, Q.0., and Colam; R. Bray. Soxtcrrors, 
Ranger § Burton ; Tarn. 


THE LICENSED VICTUALLERS’ NEWSPAPER CO. +. 
BINGHAM—No. 2, 21st March. 


Trape Name—InrriInGEMENT—TITLE oF NEwsparPpER—CopyRiGHrT. 


This was an appeal by the plaintiffs from the refusal of North, J., to 

ant an interlocutory injunction to restrain the defendants from pub- 
fishing a newspaper under the title of the Licensed Victuallers’ Mirror, on 
the ground that the plaintiffs had previously adopted the same name for 
a newspaper published by them. The defendants published the first 
| number of their newspaper on the 6th of February last. The plaintiffs 
| published their first number on the 3rd of February, and they registered 
| the title of their paper on the 4th of February under the Copyright Acts. 
| They sold about five copies of their paper on the 3rd of February and 
| about ten copies on the 4th. Since the 6th of February the sale of the 
| plaintiffs’ paper had largely increased. North, J., held that the plaintiffs 
| were not entitled to an interlocutory iujunction. There was no copyright 
| in the name of the newspaper ; the only right of the plaintiffs would be 
| to restrain the defendants from selling to the public their goods as the 
plaintiffs’ goods. That could only be if the plaintiffs had established a 
reputation in the market, and there was not enough evidence of that to 
| justify the granting of an interlocutory injunction. 

Tue Court (Corron, Linpiey, and Bowen, L.JJ.) affirmed the de- 
cision. Corton, L.J., said that the principle on which an injunction was 
granted in such cases was that, by —- or otherwise, the plaintiff 

ad acquired an exclusive right to use the name in question, not merely 
that he had the right to use it. It was conceded that the registration 
| under the Copyright Acts would not give the — any exclusive right, 
| and, in his lordship’s opinion, the small sale of their paper before the 6th of 
| February, when the defendants commenced selling their paper, could not 
| give the plaintiffs the exclusive right to the use of the name. The ques- 
tion was whether, when the defendants first began to use the 
|name on the 6th of February, the plaintiffs had got the ex- 
| clusive right to it. If the plaintiffs had not then got the exclusive 

right to use that name, the defendants had an equal right to use it. 
| Linpuey, L.J., was of the same opinion. The plaintiffs were bound to 
| make out that they had an exclusive right to the use of the name in 
question in connection with a daily paper. The Copyright Acts would 
not help them. The registration of the title of a book did not give any 
exclusive right to the use of it. The question was, therefore, one of fact 
| —Could it be said that the plaintiffs, who first published their paper on 
| the 3rd of February, had by the 6th of February acquired such a repu- 
tion as to give them at common law an exclusive right to the use of the 
| name? That must depend on the evidence, and upon the evidence it 

could not be said that they had acquired such a right. The matter was 
| one of great importance, for there seemed to be a flaw in the Copyright 
| Acts, and the name of a ies was all-important commercially. The 
| value of a newspaper depended on its name; the copyright was of no 
| value. If anyone started a newspaper under a new name, any other 
| person could adopt the same name the next day. Boweszn, L.J., also 
| thought that there was no copyright in the name of a newspaper. Inde- 
| pendently of the Acts, the exclusive right to the name depended on repu- 
| tation. The true rule was laid down by Lord Westbury, L.C., in M- Andrew 

v. Bassett (4 De G. J. & 8. 386), with reference to the word “‘ Anatolia”’ 

used in connection with liquorice :—‘* Property in the word for all pur. 
| poses cannot exist ; but property in that word, as applied by way of stamp 
| upon a particular vendible article, as a stick of liquorice, does exist the 
moment the article goes into the market so stamped and there obtains ac- 
ceptance and reputation, whereby the stamp gets currency as an indication 
of superior quality or of some other circumstance which render the article so 
stamped acceptable to the public.”” Mutatis mutandis, that applied exactly 
to the name of a newspaper. The proprietor of a newspaper did not acquirean 
exclusive right to the use of its name, until he had enjoyed the use of it by 
sale to such an extent that the name connoted something to intending 
purchasers. The question was, in each case, whether the defendant was 
doing something which was reasonably calculated to deceive persons who 
might be reasonably expected to buy the plaintiffs’ article into the belief 
that the defendants’ article was the plaintiffs’. There must have been 
such a sale of the article by the plaintiffs under the name in question as to 
establish in the minds of persons who were likely to buy it a connection 
between the name and the plaintiffs’ article. That could only be eatab- 
lished by a sale for such a reasonable time as would build up the reputa- 
tion of the plaintiffs. It was not always easy to define the exact moment 
at which the reputation was acquired, but, unless it had been acquired, it 
could not be said that any exclusive right to the use of the name hed been 
acquired.—CovunseL, Everitt, QC., and St. John Clerke; Cozens-Hardy, 
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BARTON v. THE LONDON AND NORTH-WESTERN RAILWAY CO. 
—No. 2, 2ist March. 


Practice—Turrp Parry Procepure—Mopr or Triat—R. 8. C., 1883, 
XVI, 52, 53. 

This action was a similar one to Barton v. The North Staffordshire Railway 
Co. (ante, p. 338). The plaintiff, an executor and trustee, and a new 
trustee of a will, alleged that a sum of stock in the defendant company 
which was registered in the name of the testator, or in the names of the 
executors, was wrongfully transferred by means of forged transfers, the 
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other executor having forged the signature of the plaintiff, his co-executor, 
and ms ye rmery the purchase-moneys to his own use. The action was 
brought against the company alone, claiming an order that they should 
appropriate ,or purchase, and transfer to, and — in the names 
of the gp the amount of stock in question. e company, by the 
Jeave of the court, served a third party notice on the transferees of the 
stock, as being persons from whom they claimed contribution or indemnity 
in respect of the plaintiffs’ claim. Upon a summons by the defendants for 
directions as to the mode of trial, Kay, J., ordered that the third parties 
should be at liberty to appear at the trial, and take such = in the pro- 
ceedings as the F) udge should direct, and should be bound by the t of 
the trial. And it was ordered that all questions as to the indemnity 
should be reserved till after the trial of the action. The third parties 
appealed, on the ground that the order did not sufficiently protect their 
interests. They desired to defend the action just as if they had been made 
defendants, or, if necessary, to be added as defendants. 

Tue Covrt (Corton, Linpiry, and Bowery, L.JJ.) affirmed the 
decision. Corton, L.J., said that the third parties had not appealed from 
the order giving leave to serve them, and therefore the only question was, 
whether the order made upon the application for directions did not give 
them all that they were entitled to for the trial of the matter in issue in 
their presence. The plaintiffs had brought their action against the com- 
pany alone to compel them to replace certain stock, which the plaintiffs 
said ought to be standingin their names in the company’s books. In his 
lordship’s opinion, whatever might be the consequences as between the 
company and other persons, the plaintiffs were entitled to proceed against 
the company alone, on the ground that it was their duty to keep their 
books properly—not to take the stock which was registered in the 
executors’ names out of their names without a proper authority from 
them to do so, and that the company were liable to replace the stock 
which they had without that proper authority taken out of those names, 
If the plaintiffs had sought to have the identical stock which had been 
wrongfully transferred replaced in their names, they must have sued the 
transferees, making the company co-defendants, as being the custodians 
of the register. The company did not suggest that the third parties ought 
to be made defendants, but they served them with a third party notice in 
order that they might be bound by the decision in this action of the 
question whether these transfers were forged or not. If the defendants 
had not by their defence raised that which would be the case of the third 

arties, those parties would have stood in a different position. But his 
ordship thought that every point which could be by the third 
parties was raised in the defence of the company, and, that being so, his 
lordship thought that the plaintiffs ought not to be embarrassed by the 
third parties coming in to defend the action as if they were defendants. 
If their defence was different from that of the company, the court might 
say that they ought not to be brought in as third parties, but ought to be 
made defendants. His lordship was unable to see that the order did not 
give the appellants everything which they ought to have. The court 
must endeavour to do justice to third es, but at the same time it 
must take care not to do injustice to the plaintiffs. If there were any 
witnesses which the appellants should think ought to be called at the 
trial, they could communicate with the company’s advisers, and, if they 
refused to call those witnesses, the appellants could inform the judge, 
and he would, no doubt, ullow the third parties to call those witnesses 
themselves. Linpiry, L.J., delivered judgment to the same effect. 
Bowen, L.J., said that a judgment against the company would not 
necessarily affect the transferees of the stock; they might be able after- 
wards to reventilate the question. In his lordship’s opinion adequate 
protection had been given tothe third parties, and it would not be 
reasonable that the plaintiffs should be harassed and embarrassed, 
unless it was necessary for the purposes of justice.—CounsEL, Vaughan 
Hawkins ; 0. Leigh Clare; Renshaw, Q.C., and A. Whitaker. Soxicrrors, 
Palmer, Eland, & Nettleship ; C. H. Mason ; Stephens § Stephens. 





HIGH COURT.—CHANCERY DIVISION. 
Re DUGDALE, DUGDALE v. DUGDALE—Kay, J., 22nd March. 


Witt—Consrruction—ApsoLute InTerEst—Executory Devise—Reprva- 
nant ConpDITION—GiFrT OVER ON BANKRUPTCY. 


A testatrix devised and appointed real and personal estate upon trust for 
her son, J. B. Dugdale, his heirs and aesigns, and di that if he 
should do or suffer anything whereby he should be deprived of the bene- 
ficial enjoyment thereof, then the trust for his benefit should determine 
and the property should go and be held in trust for his wife; with other 
provisions if the wife should be dead. 

Kay, J., said that the events upon which the executory devise was to 
take effect were (1) alienation, (2) bankruptcy or judgment and execution. 
The first was not limited in any way, and was clearly invalid. The 
second was an attempt to avoid the operation of the bankruptcy laws, and 
was also void. The son, J. B. Dugdale, was therefore entitled to a 
declaration that he was entitled to an equitable estate in fee simple in the 
real estate and an absolute interest in the personalty.—CovunseL, Farwell ; 
A.J. Chitty, Sortcrrors, F. J. Thairlwail, for Ainsworth, Sanderson, ¢ 
Howson, Blackburn. 


FARRAR v. FARRARS (LIM.) AND OTHERS—Chitty, J., 
27th March. 


Morrcacor anpD Mortoacrre—Powrr or SaALE—Morteacee SELLING TO 
Company IN WHICH HE IS A SHAREHOLDER. 


This was an action by mortgagors to set aside a sale of the mortgaged 


premises made by the mortgagees under their power of sale to the defend- 
ant company—first, on the ground that it was a fraudulent sale at an under- 
value to a ee! —— by a solicitor, Mr. John Riley Farrar, who 
was himself one e np wy and who was joined as a defendant ; 
and, secondly, on the gro at Mr. Farrar was coma interested 
in the purchase, being at the time of the sale the ho of in the 
company represen one-tenth of the company’s subscribed capital. 
Onrrry, J., decided the issues of fact in favour of the defendants, holding 
that the was a honest and independent one, and that the con- 
duct of Mr. Farrar was straightf and irreproachable. With re- 
—~ to the plaintiff's second contention, which was to the effect that the 
efendants had sold the property to themselves, the law was as follows: 
A mortgagee could not sell to , nor could two mortgagees sell 
either to one of themselves or to one of themselves and another. The 
reasons against such were obvious, and were not merely 
formal, but substantial objections to such transactions. A man could 
not contract with himself, and in the cases just put of prohibited sales 
there could not be any real independent bargaining as between opposite 
es. For similar reasons a mort could not sell to a trustee for 
imself, nor himself buy in the name - another. But where mortgagees 
sold to a corporation there were primd facie two independent contracting 
parties and a valid contract, and if the bargaining was real and honest, 
and conducted independently by the mortg: on the one hand and by 
the directors or officers of the corporation on the other, and it was satisfac- 
torily shewn that in the concluding terms of the sale the parties were in 
no way affected by the circumstance that one of the mortgagees had some 
interest as a shareholder in the corporation, there was no sufficient 
reason for saying that the sale ought not to stand. By way of illustration, 
asale by a mortgagee to a railway company would not be set aside 
simply use the vendor was himself a shareholder. The plaintiff had 
urged that the sale should be set aside on general equity. Hickley v. 
Hickley (24 W. R. 604, 2 Ch. D. 190) was an authority against that con- 
tention, and the difficulties in the present case were not so great as those 
in Hickley v. Hickley. He therefore held that the sale ought not neces- 
sarily be set aside simply because the defendant had an interest as a mem- 
ber of the purchasing company. Moreover, as he considered that the 
material terms of the bargain were honestly and independently settled, 
and were not in any degree affected by the circumstance that the defend- 
ant subsequently ed to become a member and to act as solicitor for 
the company, he held that the sale ought not to be set aside merely be- 
cause the defendant was a member of, and acting as solititor for, the 
company at the time when the formal contract was signed. The action 
was dismissed, with costs on the higher scale.—CounsgL, Romer, Q.C., and 
Ingle Joyce; Rigby, Q.C., Lockwood, Q.0., and Farwell. Boxicrrors, 
Roweliffes, Rawle, § Co., for Wavell, Son, § Marshall, Halifax; Burn §¢ 
Berridge, for J. R. Farrar, Halifax. 


WILLIAMS +. WARE—Chitty, J., 27th March. 


Practice — APPLICATION FOR Payment ovT or Monzgy REPRESENTING 
Rea Estate—Arripavit or No IncuMBRANCES. 


In this case the question arose whether an application by persons claim- 
ing to be absolutely entitled to money in court representing real estate, 
for payment out, should be supported by an affidavit that the fund is 
not incumbered. 

Currty, J., said that, in the case of applications for payment out of 
money representing personalty, such an affidavit was not required, but 
where the money represented real estate the case was different. jn? og 
sumption was that land in settlement was with jointures, ons, 
and the like or other charges. The practice was, therefore, that an 
affidavit negativing incumbrances must be made, and primdé facie the person 
who should make the affidavit was the applicant for pene. The yore. 
tice and affidavit should be as in Seton on Decrees, 3rd ed., p. 525. It 
was stated that the passage in the 3rd edition of Seton on Decrees which 
recorded the practice was omitted from the 4th edition.— Counsat, Church. 
Sorrerrors, Church, Prior, Church, § Adams. 


BATES v. MOORE—North, J., 24th March. 


R. 8. C., 1883, LV., 2 (1) —Paxment Out or Countr—Pzrrrion on Summons 
—Proor or Brrtu on [pentiry—Sum over £1,000—Oosrs, 


The question in this case was whether a petition had been properly 
presented for the transfer of a fund out of court, or whether the appl 
ought to have been made by summons. Rule 2 of order 55 provides that the 
business to be disposed of in chambers by judges of the Obencery Division 
shall consist of (inter alia) ‘‘vi. all applications for payment or transfer 
to any person of any cash or moneys standing to the credit of any cause 
or matter where there has been a judgment or order declaring the rights, 
or where the title depends only. upon proof of the identity, or the birth, 
marriage, or death of any person.”’ In the present case a sum of £2,849 
Consols had been carried over in the action to a account entitled, 
‘* The account of the infaht defendant M.” The infant, having attained 
twenty-one, presented a petition for the transfer of the fund to her. 
There was no lent to the . The question was raised by 
North, J., why the application had not been made by ewe 
summons. The petitioner’s counsel sought to justify the tation 
a petition by the large amount of the fund, relying on the decision of 
Pearson, J., in Re Rhodes (34 W. R. 270, 31 Oh. D. 499, 30 Soxicrrone’ 
Journal, 255), in which an application was made summons for the 
payment out to the adesinialeatons of one Alfred Rhodes of a sum of 
£1,448 12s. 6d., which had been paid into court under the Trustee Relief 
Act. The chief clerk objected to make the order on summons, because the 
amount to be paid out was over £1,000, and Pearson, J., was of opinion 
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that a petition should be presented. In that case the money stood to the 
account, ‘‘ the share of, and in the residuary estate hequeathed by the will 
of John Rhodes, deceased, in favour of Alfred Rhodes and his issue and 
representatives.”” The affidavit made on the payment of the money into 
court stated that ‘‘the only person interested in, or entitled to,” the 
fund ‘‘is the said Alfred Rhodes, if living.”” Alfred Rhodes had attained 
twenty-one, and had died intestate. and his personal representatives took 
out the summons. Pearson, J , said: ‘‘ My feeling is very strong against 
disposing of large sums in this way. I think it is much better, where 
the amount to be disposed of is so large, that the facts should be stated 
in a petition, in case the matter has to be questioned in any way.”’ In 
Re Broadwood (55 L. J. Ch. 646) a petition was presented, under the 
Trustee Relief Act, for payment out of court to the petitioner of a sum 
of about £3,000 Consols and cash standing to his separate account, con- 
tingent on his attaining twenty-one. Chitty, J., said that he entertained 
no doubt that the application ought to have been made by summons. He 
entirely agreed, in many cases, with what Pearson, J., said in Re Rhodes 
as to the advantages of proceeding by petition, and also as to the safe- 
guards afforded by that mode of pr ure. In complicated cases it was 
a great advantage to have the application made by petition. In the 
articular case, without making a precedent, he allowed full costs, 
use he was satisfied that the petition was presented in good faith, and 

the costs would have to be paid by the applicant alone. 


Nortn, J., held that a petition ought not to have been presented. In 
any case of real difficulty he should allow the costs of a petition, even if 
the order might have been made upon a summons. But the largeness of 
the fund was not, per se, a sufficient reason for presenting a petition. 
He did not think that Pearson, J., meant to lay down any such rule. If 
he did, his lordship could not agree with him. In Re Rhodes the title of 
the account was very different from that in the present case.—CovnszL, 
Dibdin, Soxtcrrors, Bridges, Sawtell, § Co. 


Re MARGATE HOTEL CO.—North, J., 24th March. 
Oompany—WInpinc-ur Petition—PostrongsMENT OF HEARtNG—RIGHT OF 
CREDITOR TO INSIST ON HEARING OR DISMISSAL 


A question arose in this case as to the right of a creditor to insist upon a 
winding-up petition being heard or dismissed. The petition was pre- 
sented by the company itself, and it was in the paper for the first time 
to-day. The petitioners desired that the hearing of the petition should 
stand over till the first petition day in the Easter Sittings, with a view to 
the making of an arrangement to enable the company to continue its 
business. Creditors and shareholders supported the application, which 
was opposed by a creditor, who had s2rved on the company a statutory 
demand for payment. Three weeks had not expired from the date 
of that notice. In Re The Norton Iron Co. (47 L. J. Oh. 11) Jessel, 


M.R., said: —‘‘ It has been said that this petition was presented merely 


for the purpose of preventing other creditors from going on with actions 
which they had brought against the company. But as to that, any credi- 
tor could have insisted upon the petitioners either taking an order on their 
petition or having it dismissed with costs.”’ 

Nortn, J., ordered the petition to stand over as asked. A creditor, he 
said, was not entitled as a matter of right to have the petition heard out 
or dismissed.—Covnset, Cozens-Hardy, Q.C., and Bramwell Davis ; Cookson 
Crackanthorpe, Q.C., and Farwell; Cadell; Grosvenor Woods; Bradford. 
Soxtcrrors, Sutton § Ommaney ; Pritchard, Englefield, § Co. ; Hughes, Hocker, 
§ Co. ; Snell, Son, § Greenip ; Vallance & Co. 





HIGH COURT.—QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION. 
MULLENEISEN v. COULSON AND ANOTHER—23rd March. 


ACTION REMITTED TO County Covrt unpeER Section 10 or 30 & 31 Vicr. 
c. 142—DerenDant appep BY OrpeR or County Court JupcGg—Pro- 
HIBITION. 


This was an appeal from an order of A. L. Smith, J., directing the issue 
of a writ of prohibition to the judge of the Clerkenwell County Court. 
The action was for illegal distress, the plaintiff claiming £150 damages, 
and was brought in the High Court, but was remitted to the county court 
under section 10 of the County Courts Act, 1867. The plaintiff obtained 
from the judge of the county court an order giving him leave to add one 
Ferdinand Strausberg as a defendant to the action, and ultimately judg- 
ment was given in the county court for the plaintiff against both defend- 
ants for £121 10s. 2d. Strausberg then applied at chambers for a writ of 
prohibition, and A. L. Smith, J., made an order restraining the county 
court judge from proceeding on the judgment as far as it affected Straus- 
berg. From this order the plaintiff now appealed, and it was argued on 
his behalf that the county court judge had jurisdiction to add Strausberg 
as defendant under ord. 14, r. 2, of the County Court Rules, 1886. 

Tue Covrr (Manisty and Hawxrys, JJ.) dismissed the appeal. The 
question was whether a county court judge had power, in an action 
which had been remitted from the High Court under section 10 of the 
County Courts Act, 1867, to add a defendant against his will. That sec- 
tion said that in any action of tort brought in the superior court, on the 
defendant making an affidavit that the plaintiff had no visible means of 
paying the costs of the defendant, should a verdict be not found for the 
mee a judge might make an order that the cause be remitted for trial 

fore a county court to be therein named; and the county court so 
named should have all the same powers and jurisdiction with respect to the 
cause as if both parties had agreed, by memorandum signed by them, that 
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action should be tried in the county court. The effect of the section was 
that, as between the original parties, an action so remitted became a 
county court case to all intents and purposes, aud subject to the rules of 
the county court. But it was not intended to give power to the county 
court judge to add a new defendant against his will.—CounsgL, Overend ; 
G. 8. Bower. Soxrcrrors, G. W. Churchley ; W. Mitchell. 


CASES AFFECTING SOLICITORS. 


Re POLLARD —C. A. No. 1, 22nd March. 


Soxicrror—Bitt or Costs—Jurispiction or Jupce or Hicu Court to 
MAKE Orper ror Detivery or Brit or Costs ror Business NOT Trans- 
AcTED 1n Covrt—Sourcrtors Act, 1843 (6 & 7 Vict. c. 73), 8. 37. 


This was an appeal from the decision of a divisional court (Pollock, B., 
and Hawkins, J.), reported 32 Soricrrors’ Journat, 112, 20 Q. B. D. 160. 
It raised an important question under the Solicitors Act, 1843 —namely 
whether a judge of the Queen's Bench Division has jurisdiction to order 
delivery otf a bill of costs where no part of the business contained i. 
such bill has been transacted in any court. By section 37 of the Solici- 
tors Act, 1843, in such a case the power to refer the bill for taxation is 
given to the Lord Chancellor or the Master of the Rolls, and the latter 
part of the section provides ‘‘ that it shall be lawful for the said respec- 
tive courts and judges, in the same cases in which they are respectively 
authorized to refer a bill which has been so as aforesaid delivered, to make 
such order for the delivery, by any attorney or solicitor, of such bill.” 
Messrs. Stevens, Bawtree, & Stevens, solicitors, took out a summons for 
an order for the delivery by Mr. J. R. Pollard, solicitor, of a bill of costs 
for taxation where no part of the business was transacted in any court of 
law or equity. On the matter coming before Field, J., at chambers, he 
refused the application, on the ground of want of jurisdiction, and his 





decision was upheld by the Divisional Court. Messrs. Stevens, Bawtree, 
& Stevens appealed, contending that by the Judicature Act, 1873, s. 16, 
| the jurisdiction vested in the Lord Chancellor and Master of the Rolls 
| was transferred to the High Court of Justice, and could be exercised by 
| any judge of that court under section 39, and that since by 44 & 45 Vict. 
c. 68 the Master of the Rolls was made a judge of the Court of Appeal 
only, his jurisdiction was taken away, and he had no longer power to 
order the delivery of such a bill of costs. 


Tue Covrt or Aprpeat (Fry and Lorgs, L.JJ., Lord Esuer, M.R., dis- 
senting) allowed the appeal. They said that the powers given by the 
statute to the Lord Chancellor and Master of the Rolls were given to 
them as judges, since it vested in them judicial powers and judicial dis- 
cretions. They were also included in the general words ‘courts and 
judges” in the section. Before the Judicature Act orders under the section 
| were divided into two classes, (1) orders of course, which were made on 
petitions of course by the secretary of the Master of the Rolls; (2) 
special orders, which were made by the Master of the Rolls 
or any of the Vice-Chancellors (acting as deputies of the Lord 
Chancellor) on summons in chambers: 2 Daniel’s Practice, 1734, 5th ed. , 
Re Inderwick (54 L. J. Ch. 72). Section 16 of the Judicature Act, 1873, 
transferred to the High Court the jurisdiction vested in or capable of 
being exercised by the Court of Chancery as a court of equity, including 
all powers given to the Court of Chancery or to any judge of that court by 
statute. They were of opinion that the powers given by the Solicitors 
Act, 1843, to the Lord Chancellor and Master of the Rolls were aptly 
described by those words, and therefore that the power of ordering the 
delivery of a bill for non-contentious business or for business done in the 
Court vf Chancery was vested in the High Court and in the Lord Chan- 
cellor and Master of the Rolls as members of that court. If that were not 
so, the judges of the Chancery Division would have no power to make 
orders for taxation of bills for business done in the Chancery Division, as 
was done daily. In 1881 the Master of the Rolls ceased by statute to be a 
member of the High Court, and conseguently lost the power of making 
original orders. The 24th section of the Act of 1881 preserved to him his 
disciplinary power over solicitors, but contained no saving of his power to 
direct delivery or refer bills to taxation. Under ord. 62, r. 18, the duties 
formerly performed by the secretary to the Master of the Rolls in making 
orders of course under the Solicitors Act, was vested in the Registrars of 
the Chancery Division, but as tte order now sought involved a question in 
dispute—namely, the retainer by the applicants—it could not properly 
have been made by the registrars. But although they held that the 
master and judge of the Queen’s Bench Division had jurisdiction to make 
this order, they thought the application was irregular, since, under sec- 
tion 34, sub-section 2, of the Judicature Act, 1873, the business to be done 
under the Solicitors Act was assigned, so far as it had previously been 
exercised by the Court of Chancery, to the Chancery Division. Under the 
circumstances of this case, they therefore ordered that the applicants 
should be allowed to obtain the leave of the President of the Chancery 
Division within fourteen days to transfer the matter tu that division, and 
tbat they should pay the costs of the appeal. Lord Esuer, M.R., was of 
opinion that the power vested iii the Lord Chancellor and Master of the 
Rolls by the Solicitors Act was given them, not as judges of the Court of 
Chancery, but in their individual and o.jicial capacity, and that, there- 
fore, it wat not touched either by the Judicature Act, 1873, or by the Act 
of 1881. He thought it was still in existence, and could still be exercised 
by the Master of the Rolls or by the chancery registrars, to whom, since 





he had now no chambers, such business was delegated. It could not, in 
his opinion, be exercised by a master or judge of the Queen’s Bench 


the said county court should have power to try the said action. But this Division.—Counset, Crump, Q.C., and J. E. Bankes; Murphy, Q.0., and 
party, whe was now sought to be made a defendant, never agreed that the | Sidney Woolf. Sorscrtors, Stevens, Bawtree, ¢ Stevens; S. R. Pollard. 
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THE NATIVE GUANO CO. v. THE SEWAGE MANURE CO.—C. A. 
No, 2, 28th March. 


Sray or Procegrpincs Penpinc Appgat—Costs or APPLICATION—RervUsAL 
or Responpents’ Soricrror To UNDERTAKE TO Rerunp Costs 1n Event or 
Successrci APPEAL. 


This was a motion by the plaintiffs for a stay of the proceedings under 
an order of the Court of Appeal, pending an appeal to the House of 
Lords. The Court of Appeal had dismissed the plaintiffs’ appeal with 
costs, and therefore the plaintiffs only sought to obtain a stay of execution 
for the costs of appeal, which had been taxed at £64 The plaintiffs’ 
solicitors had offered to pay this sum to the defendants’ solicitor, on his 
giving the usual personal undertaking to refund it in the event of the 
appeal to the House of Lords being successful, but he had declined to give 
the undertaking. Notice of this motion was then given. On the hearing 
of the motion the defendants’ solicitor, on being informed by the court that 
the amount of the taxed costs must otherwise be paid into court, gave the 
va lertaking. 

‘Tue Court (Corton and Bowsn, L.JJ.) said that the ordinary rule was 
that the costs of such a motion must be paid by the applicant, because he 
was asking for an indulgence. But it was not usual for a solicitor to 
decline to give such an undertaking, and for this reason the costs of the 
motion would be made costs in the action.—Oounsr1, C. N. Cresswell ; 
H. C. Hull. Sourcrrors, Davidson § Morriss ; Stanley J. Attenborough. 


Re ALDRED, MARSHALL v. MARSHALL—North, J., 27th March. 


Costs—TAaxATION—ADMINISTRATION ACTION—FuRTHER CoNSIDERATION— 
Inrant Piaintirrs Contincentty EntirLep>—Next Frrenp—TaxarTion 
AS BETWEEN SoLicirorR AND OLIENT. 


In this case a question arose as to the taxation of the costs of the next 
friend of infant plaintiffs in an administration action on the further con- 
sideration of the action. The plaintiffs were entitled to shares in the 
residue of the testetor’s estate contingently on their being alive at the 
death of the tenant for life. It was contended, on the authority of 
the decision of Stirling, J., in Damant v. Hennell (33 Ch. D. 224), which 
was followed by North, J., in Re Burton (31 Soxrcrrors’ Journat, 660), 
that the next friend’s costs might be taxed at once as between solicitor 
and client, and that the taxing master should certify how much of the 
costs, when taxed, were party and party costs, and that those costs should 
be paid at once out of a fund in court, and that liberty should be given 
to the next friend to. apply for the difference between his solicitor and 
client costs and bis party and party costs where there should be a fund 
in possession to which. the plaintiffs were absolutely entitled. 

Nortu, J., held that the additional costs of a taxation as between 
solicitor and client ought not to be incurred and thrown upon the estate 
while it was uncertain whether the next friend would be entitled to have 
costs as between solicitor and client His lordship ordered that the next 
friend’s costs should be taxed at present as between party and party and 
the taxed amount paid out of the fund in court, and that liberty should 
be given to the next friend to apply for the taxation of his costs as be- 
tween solicitor and client end for payment of the excess above the party 
and party costs out of the shares of the plaintiffs, if and when they 
should become absolutely entitled in possession, with a stop order.— 
CounsEL, Cczens-Hardy, Q.0., and Ribton; Napier Higgins, QC., and 
Crawley ; Swinfen Eady; H. Terrell. Soxicrrors, H. H. Hood Barrs ; 
Taylor, Howe, § Box ; F. Fitz Payne. 


Re A. J. GOULD, of Wareham, 27th March. 
Unqvuatiriep Person Actine as Sonicrror. : 
A summons against Gould (issued at the instance of the Incorporated 


Law Society) for falsely representing himself to be a solicitor contrary to- 


the Act 37 & 38 Vict. c. 68, was heard before the county bench at Ware- 
ham, when the offence was fully proved and the defendant was fined 
£10, inclusive of the witnesses’ expenses and the costs of the sum- 
mons. The letters on which the summons was granted are as 
follows : — 

** Wareham, November 21st, 1887. 

‘‘Dear Sir,—I am in receipt of yours of the 12th instant, with P.O. 
for 3s, My client has instructed me to accept the terms you offer, on 
condition that the payments are regularly forthcoming. If there is any 
omission in the payments, I am instructed to take immediate and 
stringent proceedings against you without further notice. It may be 
advisable to say that, from the date of this letter, all letters written by 
me demanding payment will be extra expense to you. . . . 

** (Signed) A. J. Govtp.” 

In another letter dated the 15th of February, 1888, Gould wrote :— 

‘‘T have ascertained that you are still in work, so I am instructed to 
demand fulfilment of the agreement you made with me—viz., to pay 3s. 
awek. . . . I have sent you a correct statement of the bill. You, 
through your own fault, greatly increased the bill by causing me to write 
fo many letters demanding payment. . - NowTI have given you so 
muh time without saying anything, I am directed to have the payments 
made regularly. If not, I am to take proceedings under the ‘ new Crimes 
Act.’ I shall not charge you for this letter, but every letter I have to 
write demanding payment after this will be charged for, so you will save 
¢xpense and exposal by regular payment.”’ In the statement of account 
a charged £1 0s. 10d. for three letters—viz., 6s. 8d., 63. 8d., and 
is. 6d. 

Mr. J. R. Slade, of Swanage, conducted the prosecution on behalf of 
the Law Society, 





LAW SOCIETIES. 


LAW UNION FIRE AND LIFE INSURANCE COMPANY. 


The annual meeting of shareholders was held on Thursday afternoon, 
the 22nd of March, at the chief office of the company, 126, Chancery- 
lane. In the absence of Mr. James Cuddon, the chairman, through 
indisposition, it was resolved, on the motion of Mr. E, J. Bristow, 
seconded by Mr.G. M. Arnoxp, that Mr. Francis R. Warp take the chair. 

Mr. F. McGepy (the actuary and secretary) having read the notice con- 
vening the meeting, and the minutes of the p g general meeting, 
the directors’ report was taken as read. 

The report states that in the fire department new insurances were 
effected for an aggregate amount of £7,451,532, yielding in new premiums 
the sum of £10,438 1s. 5d. 

In the life department during the eame period 232 policies were effected, 
insuring £158,894, the new premiums received thereon amounting to 
£5,344 15s. 10d., of which £334 15s, was paid away for re-assurance. 
Eighteen proposals for insuring £14,363 were declined, and 37 proposals 
for insuring £27,876 were uncompleted in the year. 

Eleven life annuities for £1,504 1s. 10d. were , grees the purchase- 
money for which amounted to £11,778 1s. 1d., and eleven annuities for 
£873 15s. 4d. became void during the year by death. 

The claims under life and endowment policies were £40,924 103., which 
amount is less than the claims for the year 1886, and is below the expecta- 
tion. 

The assets of the life department increased during the year by the sum 
of £49,360 14s. 7d. 

The total amount of losses by fire, paid and outstanding on the 30th of 
November, was £17,739 15s. 5d, being about 36 per cent. of the net 
premiums received in the year. 

The average rate of interest realized on the assets of the company was 
£4 5s. 8d. per cent., shewing a decline in the average rate of interest for 
the previous two years of 5s. 4d. per cent. 

The balance for the year on the fire account is £19,863 4s. 6d. The 
directors think it desirable to raise the fire fund to £60,000, veing equal 
to the amount of the paid-up capital of the company. The sum of 
£7,208 12s. has therefore been added to that fund out of the balance for 
the year, and the remainder of such balance—namely, £12,654 123.— 
has been carried to the credit of the profit and loss account. The 
amount standing at the credit of that account on the 30th of November 
Jast was £36,291 9s. 9d., and the directors recommend a continuance for 
the year of the same rate of dividend as was paid last year—namely, 
4s. 6d. per share (free of income tax). 

The Cuarrman said: Gentlemen, it now devolves upon me to make a 
few remarks ; but, having been called upon at a short notice to occupy 
this position, I shall not detain you long. Of course, I cannot | reese to 
deal with the accounts before you in the same way as Mr. Cuddon, with 
his thorough knowledge of all the details, would have done. I think that, 
upon the whole, the accounts shew very satisfactory results, although I 
will not disguise the fact that I feel a little disappointed at the amount of 
the new life premiums of the past year. You will see that they amount 
to £5,344, which is somewhat less than in the preceding year. But, 
although there is a decrease in the amount of new premiums, there has 
been only a slight diminution in the number of new policies issued. The 
average amount of the new policies is less than usual, being about £680, 
as compared with about £937 in the previous year -a difference of about 
£257 per policy. The falling off, therefore, is not due to any want of 
support on the part of our friends and connections, but to something 
inherent in the times through which we have been . The diminu- 
tion in the number of policies issued is only twenty, the figures being 
232 last year and 252 in 1886. The claims by death during the past year, 
which have averaged £630 per policy, bonuses included, are less by £5,500 
than in the previous year. We have paid a larger sum for surrenders than 
usual, but I need not remind you that £6,000 cannot be paid for surrenders 
without a considerable profit accruing to the office. During the year 
eleven annuities have ceased, and the net profit on these annuities is 
between £3,000 and £4,000. This, I need hardly remind you, is a favour- 
able result. Six reversions have fallen in, the net profit on which, after 
allowing £5 per cent. interest, is just over £6,000. The assets of the life 
department have increased during the year by the sum of £49,369. Of 
course, that does not mean profit, because it includes the purchase-money 
of the eleven annuities which have been granted, and it has to bear the 
burden of the liability on policies which it represents. It is, however, a 
very satisfactory addition to the life fund. With regard to the fire 
department, I may say that we have had a very successful year. The 

rcentage of loss on the premium revenue has been only thirty-six—a very 
ow ratio indeed as com with that of many offices. Mr. McGedy has 
been good enough to tell me that the average loss on our fire business for 
the last eight or ten years has been only about 40 per cent. on the 
premium revenue. The balance for the year on the fire account is 
£19,863, which the directors have appropriated in this way: They have 
carried £12,654 to profit and loss account, and the remainder, £7,208, to 
the fire insurance fund, which is really a reserve fund to fall back upon if 
we sbould ever experience a bad year. I feel sure you will all approve of 
placing a larger sum than usual to the fire fund, which is now made up to 
£60,000—a sum which is just equal to the paid-up capital, although I do 
not know that that particular fact is of any great importance. It will be 
interesting for you to know that, inasmuch as the fire income amounts to 
£49,586, we have a surplus beyond one year’s premiums of £10,000, a 
year’s premium revenue g the standard reserve which offices are 





usual 
always desirous of keeping in hand. Jt is in virtue of the conservative 
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policy which has been pursued in this office for many years that we are 
now in such & prosperous position, and we hope to have the sanction of the 
meeting to a continuance in the same course. If any shareholder has any 
questions to ask, I shall be happy to give him the best answer in my 
ower, and I will now conclude ye moving that the report and accounts 
received and adopted. 

Mr. Henry Mason seconded the motion, and urged the shareholders to 
exhibit greater activity in promoting the life business of the company. 
If they would do that they would see a considerable augmentation of the 
new premium income next year. 

The motion for adopting the report was unanimously adopted. 

Mr. Jesse Hinp proposed, in accordance with the recommendation of 
the directors in their report, the payment of a dividend of 4s. 6d. per 
ehare, free of income tax, and remarked that the figures the directors had 
presented were so exceedingly satisfactory that comment was unnecessary. 

Mr. Grorcz WALKER seconded the motion, which was agreed to. 

On the motion of Mr. Henry Roscoz, seconded by Mr. Epmunp JAmgs, 
the retiring directors were severally and separately re-elected. 

Mr. Harcovrt Master proposed, and Mr. T. H. Srreer seconded, the 
re-election of Mr. Theodore Waterhouse, the retiring auditor on behalf 
of the shareholders, and this having been carried, 

The Cuarrman announced that Mr. James J. Darley, the directors’ 
auditor, had been re-elected at their meeting on the preceding day. 

On the motion of Mr. R. Mirus, seconded by Mr. Rurvs A’Barxow, the 
sum of 75 guineas was voted to the auditors for their services daring the 
past year. 

The Cuarrman: In the absence of Mr. Cuddon, will you permit me to 
take the opportunity of inviting you to join in a cordial vote of thanks to 
him for the great and valuable services he renders to the company in his 

sition as chairman. I sincerely trust, as I am sure you all do, that the 
indisposition from which he is now suffering will be quite temporary, and 
that he will speedily be amongst us again. I feel certain that it will be 
both a satisfaction and a solace to him to receive from this meeting an 
assurance of our bigh appreciation of the excellent services which he 
renders to this company, and I beg therefore to move that we vote our 
best thanks to him with an assurance of our sincere wish that he may soon 
be restored to perfect health and strength. I will not ask any one to 
second this resolution, as I am sure it will be carried by acclamation. I 
now beg to move a vote of thanks to Mr. McGedy, our actuary and secre- 
tary, to the solicitors, and the office staff generally. I need not say how 
very ably Mr. McGedy fulfils his functions, and I know you will not wish 
me to pay him any compliment on this occasion, because that goes with- 
out saying. With regard to our solicitors, I may say that no more popular 
firm could have the conduct of our business. They give satisfaction, not 
only to us, but to everyone with whom they have business relations. In 
this vote I also beg to include Mr. Rogers, the chief of the fire depart- 
ment. 

Mr. E. J. Bristow seconded the resolution, which was cordially 
adopted. 

Mr. McGepy: On my own behalf and that of the office staff, I thank 
you very much for the vote you have just passed. I share very much in 
the regret which has been expressed by the chairman on this occasion, 
that the new life business has not been so large durivg the past year as it 
has been hitherto; but he has explained to you that the falling off has 
been in the average amount of the policies, shewing that there had been a 
great deal of depression in the country. 

Mr. Marx Warers (Messrs. Robins, Burges, & Co.) : I have again to 
thank you for your kind vote of thanks. I am sure your confidence in us 
is very gratifying. We notice, in the course of our business, the keen 
interest the di rs take in every small matter of detail, and also the 
zeal and ——s your auditors, who not merely inspect your securities, 
but make an absolute investigation of them. 

On the motion of Mr. E. J. Bristow, seconded by Mr. Basti Frexp, a 
cordial vote of thanks was presented to the chairman, and, the vote 
having been acknowledged, the proceedings terminated. 





ASSOCIATED PROVINCIAL LAW SOCIETIES, 


The following is a fuller statement than that given ante, p. 341, of the 
minutes of the annual meeting of the above societies, held at the Law 
Institution on the 13th inst., Mr. J. W. Howzerrin the chair. Present: 
The under-mentioned societies, represented as follows :—Bolton Incor- 
en Law Society, by T. W. Heelis and James Watkins; Bristol 

neorporated Law Society, W. Hurle Clarke; Cambridgeshire Law 

Society, A. M. Ellis and John Bonnett; Chester and North Wales Incor- 
porated Law Society, John Cullimore and Richard Farmer; Derby Law 
Society, C. 8S. B. Busby; Gloucestershire and Wiltshire Law Society, 
R. Ellett; Herefordshire Law Society, W. J. Humfrys and J. R. 
Symonds; Kent Law Society, John Brennan and S. H. King; Liverpool 
Incorporated Law Society, R. 8. Cleaver, F. M. Hull, Isham H. E. Gill, 
John H. Kenion, and Herbert H. Gibbons; Manchester Incorporated Law 
Association, Frae. Hampson and H. Lycett; Newcastle-on-Tyne Incor- 
porated Law Society, H. O. Harvey ; Nottingham Incorporated Law 
Society, Henry Wing and J. Kentish White ; Sheffield Incorporated Law 
Society, Herbert Bramley; South Durham and North Yorkshire Law 
Society, W. R. Fawcett and J. M. Meek; Somersetshire Law Society, 
J. H. B. Pinchard ; Sunderland Incorporated Law Society, Henry Ritson ; 
Sussex Law Society, J. W. Howlett; Wakefield Law Society, H. Beaumont 
and Thomas Senior; Wolverhampton Law Society, Fred. T. Langley and 
8. W. Page; Worcester and Worcestershire Law Society, J. H. Whatley 
and H. Corbett. 

The secretary read the notice calling the meeting. 





The secretary read the accounts for the past year, which were audited 
and passed. 
Resolved—‘' That Mr. William A. Jevons and Mr. T. Marshall be 
appointed secretaries, and Mr. T. Marshall, treasurer, for the ensuing 
ear.” 
4 Resolved—‘‘ That the subscription for the ensuing year be £2 for the 


societies whose members do not exceed fifty, and £4 for the societies 
whose members exceed fifty, as on the last subscription.”’ 

A discussion took place as to whether or not it was desirable to pass 
any formal resolutions on the matters to come before the conference of the 
Land Transfer Committee of the Incorporated Law Society of the United 
Kingdom and the delegates from provincial law societies to be held the 
following day, and it was resolved on a division—‘‘ That the resolutions 

roposed to be submitted to the conference by the Incorporated Law 
Lor Society should be discussed and voted on seriatim, with such amend- 
ments as might be proposed.”’ 

The resolutions suggested by the [Incorporated Law Society for the con- 
ference were then considered seriatim, and the following resolutions were 
passed :—(1) ‘‘ That the principle of compulsory registration, as pro- 
pounded and propcsed to be applied by the Land Transfer Bill, is con- 
trary to public policy.” 

The following resolution (No. 1, I.L.S.) was approved :—(2) “It is 
essential that any system of land transfer and registration of title to be 
established throughout the country should cause no needless interference 
with the ordinary course of land business, and should work as economically 
and smoothly as possible.” 

In place of resolution No. 2(I.LS.) it was resolved :—(3) ‘‘ That to 
enforce compulsory registration by depriving existing landowners of all 
power of dealing with their land until they have incurred the cost of 
registration is unnecessary and oppressive.” 

The following resolutions (Nos. 3 to 8, I.L.S.) inclusive, were ap- 
prove :—(4) ‘‘The provisions in the Bill requiring iy d landowner to 
register himself as owner before dealing in any way with his land (except 
for occupation leases for not exceeding twenty-one years), and requiring 
the successor to any deceased and unregistered owner (whether he desire 
or have the opportunity to deal with the land or not) to register himself as 
owner before he ‘ have any right over the land,’ will involve great eet 
tical inconvenience, will add largely to the already heavy burdens of land- 
owners without conferring on them apy corresponding benefit, and will, 
on the occasion of the first proclamation of a land transfer district, cause 
general suspension of sales, purchases, and other transactions with land 
for a certain and probably considerable time. If compulsion be decided 
on, it should attach to the first dealing inter vivos with land in a proclaimed 
land trausfer district, and the duty of registration should be thrown on the 
grantee in any such dealing. If compulsion be decided on, the Bill 
should (in the first instance at all events) be confined to registration with 
a possessory title—abandoning the provisions for registration with an 
absolute or qualified title, and for the establishment of an insurance fund. 
The qualification of the Registrar-General, Chief Examiner of Titles, and 
Assistant Registrar (forming the Land Transfer Board), and of the Exam- 
iners of Title required for the working of the register, should be the same 
as was required by the Act of 1875 for the Registrar and Assistant Regis- 
trars appointed under that Act. Cautions, by which alone the equitable 
and unregistered title to registered land or a registered charge will be 
protected, should not be removed or overruled without the consent in 
writing of the cautioner or an order-of the Land Transfer Board or court, 
and the proposed service of notice by post will not afford sufficient pro- 
tection. A cautioner appearing to oppose a proposed dealing with regis- 
tered land or a registered charge should only be required to give 
security if the Land Transfer Board so order, and then only for such 
amount as the board may deem just.”’ 

The meeting expressed no opinion upon resolution No. 9. 

The following resolution (No. 10, I.L.8.) wasapproved :—(5) ‘‘ Without 
limiting the right of any proprietor to transact in person his own busi- 
ness, the conduct, for fee or reward, of legal business connected with 
land should, as heretofore, be intrusted to solicitors. Instruments deal- 
ing with registered land or a registered charge, and requiring entry on 
the register, should therefore be declared to be ‘instruments relating to 
real or personal estate,’ within the meaning of section 60 of the Stamp 
Act, 1870, and not within the exception to that section as ‘ agreements 
under hand only.’’’ 

The following resolution in place of Resolution No. 11 (I.L.S.) was 
passed :—(6) ‘‘In order to facilitate the conduct of business, and to 

revent fraud and personation, the district registries of the Land Trans- 

er Board should be numerous and local, and should be absolutely inde- 
pendent of the principal office, and of one another.”’ 

The following resolution (No. 12, I.L.8.) was approved :—(7) “‘ Pro- 
vision should be made for an appeal from the decision of the judge of the 
High Court to the Court of Appeal and the House of Lords.’’ 

The following resolution in place of resolution No. 13 (I L.S.) was 
passed :—(8) ‘‘ The general rules under the Bill which will control the 
whole system of conveyancing in England should be passed by a special 
committee on which solicitors shall be represented.’’ 

The following resolutions (Nos. 14, 15, and 16, I.L.S.) were approved: 
—(9) ‘‘ Either House of Parliament should be empowered to oa or 
modify all or any one or more of the general rules laid before Parlia- 
ment for approval. The Act should not come into operation until after 
the expiration of six months after the first set of rules has been laid 
before Parliament and not been disallowed. The scale of solicitors’ 
charges for business transacted in the Land Transfer Office should be 


fg the tribunal appointed by the Solicitors’ Remuneration Act, 
No opinion was expressed upon resolution No. 17. 





# 


I 
foll 
urg 

( 
foll 

C 


twe 
mo. 
stes 


bet 
shij 
C 
if n 
till 
lord 
twe 








Te ectcewes@ewnFnFrwwot ® 








Mar. 31, 1888. 











Resolved: ‘‘ That the various provincial societies be requested to invite 
the support of their local members to the amendments to be a upon 
at the conference to-morrow, and also to enlist the co-operation of the 
land and building societies in their respective districts.” 

Resolved: ‘‘That a special committee consisting of a member to be 
nominated by each of the seyen largest law societies, being members of 
the association, be appointed, with power to add to their number, and 
to arrange for callirg witnesses in case the Bill be referred to a com- 
mittee.” 

(These societies are the following:—Liverpool, Birmingham, Man- 
chester, Sheffield, Bristol, Kent, Nottingham. ] 

Resolved: *‘ That it is desirable that at least two assizes for the transac- 
tion of civil business, attended by two judges, should be held each year in 
all assize towns of importance.”’ 

A vote of thanks to the chairman concluded the business of the meeting. 








LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


Law Srupents’ Dzsatinc Socrety.—March 27—Mr. J. D Crawford 
in the chair.—Mr. W. H. Brightman opened the subject appointed for 
debate: ‘‘ That the case of Hammond v. Bussey (20 Q. B. D. 79) was 
wrongly decided.”” Mr. W. E. Elmslie opposed. Mr. Birks continued the 
debate in the affirmative, and Messrs. Zorab, Foden, Pattinson, and Todd in 
the negative. Mr. Brightman replied, and the chairman having summed 
up, the motion was put to the meeting, and lost by a majority of two 
votes. 





NEW ORDERS, &c. 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE, CHANCERY DIVISION— 
EASTER VACATION, 1888, 


m...: Justice Kekewich will act as Vacation Judge during the Easter 
olidays. 

His lordship will attend the Queen’s Bench Judges’ Chambers on the 
following days :—Thursday, March 29th, and Thursday, April 5th, when 
urgent applications in chancery matters may be made to his lordship. 

P _ other days during the Vacation his lordship’s arrangements are as 
ollows :— 

On Saturday, March 2st, at 19, Park-crescent, Portland-place, until 
two o’clock. From that time until after arrival of post on Wednesday 
morning, April 4th, his lordship will be at Kidbrooke-park, East Grin. 
stead. Station and telegraph office, Forest-row. 

On Wednesday, April 4th, his lordship will be at 19, Park-crescent 
between 12 and 2. After that time inquiry should be made at his lord- 
ship’s house. 

On Friday, April 6th, his lordship will attend Queen’s Bench Chambers 
if necessary ; if not, his lordship will be at 19, Park-crescent from 12 
till 2, and afterwards, until Monday, April 9th, at Kidbrooke-park. His 
lordship will be in London (19, Park-crescent) on Monday, April 9th, at 
twelve o’clock. 








LEGAL NEWS. 
OBITUARY, 

Mr. Ricuarp Sumner Hetps, solicitor, of Gloucester, died on the 11th 
inst. Mr. Helps was born in 1839. He was admitted a solicitor in 1861, 
and he had for many years conducted an extensive practice in Gloucester 
in partnership with his younger brother, Mr. Arthur Spry Helps. He was 
local solicitor at Gloucester to the Great Western Rallway Co., and in 
1876 he filled the office of president of the Wiltshire and Gloucestershire 
Incorporated Law Society. He was one of the City Charity Trustees and a 
governor of the Gloucester Endowed Schools. Mr. Helps leaves a widow, 
but no children. He was buried on the J4th inst. 


APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr, Cuartes Epwarp Speakman, solicitor (of the firm of Broughton, 
Hensley, & Speakman), of Nantwich and Crewe, has been appointed by 
the High Sheriff of Cheshire (Mr. William Henry Von Schroder), to be 
Under-Sheriff of that county for the ensuing year. Mr. Speakman was 
admitted a solicitor in 1868. He is registrar of the Nantwich and Crewe 
county courts, clerk to the borough magistrates at Crewe, and clerk to 
the Nantwich Board of Guardians. 


Mr. Frepertck Tuzonatp Laneuey, solicitor, of Wolverhampton, has 
been appointed by the High Sheriff of Staffordshire (Mr. Frederick 
Charles Posey) to be Under-Sheriff of that county for the ensuing year. 
Mr. Langley was admitted a solicitor in 1874. He is ia partnership with 
the Right Hon. Henry Hartley Fowler, M.P. for East Wolverhampton. 


Mr. Isaac Ricuarp Reece, barrister, has been appointed a Judge of 
the District Court in Jamaica. Mr. Reece is the eldest son of Mr. Isaac 
Reece, of Barbadoes, and was born in 1847. He was educated at St. 
John’s College, Cambridge, and he was called to the bar at the Inner 
Templs in Hilary Term, 1868. In 1880 he became a judge of the 
Assistant Court of Appeal in Barbadoes, and he officiated for several 


months as Solicitor-General of Barbadoes. 
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Mr. Horace Ocxersy, solicitor (of the firm of Lee, Ockerby, & 
Everiazsoa), 0’ 18, 3;. Panl’s-churchyard, has baen apgoiated a Uomn- 
missioner to administer Oaths ia the Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Mr. Frepertck Atert Bosanquet, Q.0., has been appointed a Member 
of the Royal Commission on the Metropolitan Board of Works. Mr. 
Bosanquet is the fourth son of Mr. Samuel Richard Bosanquet, of 
Dingestow Court, Monmouthshire, and was born in 1837, He was edu- 
cated at Eton, and he was formerly fellow of King’s College, Oamb » 
where he graduated in the first class of the Classical Tripos in 1861. He 
was called to the bar at the Inner Temple in Trinity Term, 1863, when he 
obtained a certificate of honour of the first class, and be is a member of 
the Oxford Circuit. Mr. Bosanquet was for several years a revising bar- 
rister, and he was junior counsel to the Admiralty from 18% till 1882, 
when he was appointed a Queen's Counsel. He is a magistrate for Mon- 
mouthshire, and recorder of the City of Worcester. ‘ 


Mr. Henry Brovouam Lescu, barrister, has been sg pe Regius 
Professor of Civil Law in the University of Dublin. Mr. Leech is an 
M.A. of Trinity Colteg», Dublin. He was called to the bar in Ireland in 
1871, and he practises on the North-West Circuit. He is Examiner of 
Titles for the Irish Land Parchase Commission, and he has been Professor 
of Jurisprudence and International Law since 1871. 


Mr. Martin Hvzzarp, solicitor, of Dublin and Wexford, has been a 
ointed Sessional Crown Solicitor for the county of Waterford. t. 
uzzard was admitted a solicitor in Ireland in 1865. 


Mr. Naruanret Fopgatncuam Baiccs, barrister, has been appointed a 
Judge of the Petty Debts Court in Barbadoes. Mr. Briggs is the third 
son of Mr. Augustus Briggs, of Barbadoes, and was born in 1854. He 
was called to the bar at the Inner Temple in January, 1880. 


Mr. Jonn Gzorce Nicuo son, solicitor, of Doncaster, has been appointed 
Clerk to the Trustees of the Doncaster Borough Charities, in succession to 
Mr. William Edwood Shirley, resigned. Mr. Nicholson is clerk of the 
peace for Doncaster, and deputy-coroner for the Doncaster Division of 
the West Riding of Yorkshire. Mr. Nicholeon was admitted a solicitor 
in 1877. 





GENERAL. 


On the 22nd inst. a select committee of the House of Lords was appointed 
to inquire into the mode of appointment, the duties, and the obligations of 
the high sheriffs of counties, and to report. 

An Order in Council is published in the London Gawtte of the 23rd inst. 
directing that for the purposes of the Spring Assizes the Nerthera and 
Salford Divisions of Lancashire shall be united as Spring Assize County 
No. 2, the Assizes to be held at Manchester. Another order unites the 
North and East Riding and the West Riding Divisions of Yorkshire and the 
county of the City of York as Spring Assize County No. 3, the Assiz2s to be 
held at Leeds. 


The County Courts Consolidation Bill was read a second time in the House 
of Commons on Monday. On the order for the second reading, Mr. H. 
Fowler said he was glad to find that the Government had agreed to refer 
this Bill to the Standing Committee on Law. Very constant dissatisfaction 
had beea expressed, especially during the discussion of the Estimates, at the 
present condition of the County Court system ; and if the present Session 
should result in the necessary changes in that system being effected, it would 
not be altogether a barren Session. 


The Calcutta correspondent of the Times says that the memorial portrait of 
Sir Richard Garth, probably the most popular Chief Justice of Bengal who 
has ever presided over a Court of Judicature in India, was unveiled by Sir 
Comer Petheram, the present Chief Justice, on the 19th inst. A large 
gathering was present, including the Lieutenant-Governor, the members of 
Council, and the Judges. Both the president of the committee and the 
Chief Justice warmly ar the late Chief Justice. The poe has 
been hung in the court of the Chief Justice, in place of that of Sir Elijah 
Impey, which has been sent to England to be restored. 


On the 26th and 27th insts. the Lord Chief Justice, the Master of the 
Rolls (Lord Esher), and Justices Denman, Manisty, Hawkins, Kay, Mathew, 
Wills, and Kekewich, sat in the Lord Chief Justice’s private room at the 
Royal Courts of Justice for the purpose of hearing an appeal ee oy 
by Mr. F. Heritage, formerly a solicitor, against a decision of the 
benchers of the Inner Temple, who refused to call him tothe bar. Mr. 
Henn Oollins, Q.C., and tr. H. Sutton eppeared as counsel for the 
appellant; while the benchers of the Inner Temple were represented by Sir 

enry James, Q.C., M.P., and Mr. Ingle Joyce. The appeal is stated to 
have been dismissed. 


An American legal journal ascribes to ‘‘Mr. Justice Bramwell” the 
following lucid directions to a witness :—“ ‘ My good woman,’ he wouli say 
to a witness, ‘you must give an answer, in the fewest possible words of 
which you are capable, to the plain and simple question whether, when you 
were crossing the street with the baby in your arms, and the omnibus was 
coming down on the right side and the cab on the left side, and the 
brougham was trying to pass the omuibus, you saw the plaintiff between the 
brougham and the cab, or whether and when you saw him at all, and 
whether or not near the brougham, cab, and omnibus, or either or any two, 
and which of them respectively—or how was it?’” 


In the House of Commons on the 22nd inst. Mr. Firth asked the Attorney- 
General whether his attention had been drawn to a petition ‘recently 
resented to the Lord Chancellor in reference to delays in the conduct of 
Soden in the City of London Court; and whether he was able to say 
whether the Government intended to take any action in the matter, The 
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Attorney-General said that his attention had been called to the petition 
referred to in the question of the hon. and learned member, It is certainly 
signed by gentlemen who have great experience with reference to business 
in the City of London Court. The matter is under the consideration of the 
Lord Chancellor, and I will see that the attention of the city authorities is 
also called to the petition. 

The following, says the Albany Law Journal, is the copy of the body of an 
indictment found by the grand jury of Lawrence county, Ky., at its October 





Term of the Criminal Court :—‘“ The grand jury of Lawrence county, in the 
name and by the authority of the Commonwealth of Kentucky, accuse 
of the offence of malicious mischief, commi'ted as follows : The said ——, on 


the 10th day of September, A.D. 18—, in the county and circuit aforesaid, 
did unlawfully, wilfully, and maliciously kill and destroy one pig, the 
personal property of George Pigg, without the consent of said Pigg, the 
raid pig being of value to the aforesaid George Pigg. The pig thus killed 
weighed about twenty-five pounds, and was a mate to some other pigs that 
were owned by said George Pigg, which left George Pigg a pig less than he 
(said Pigg) had of pigs, and thus ruthlessly tore said pig from the society of 
George Pigg’s other pigs, against the peace and dignity of the Common- 
wealth of Kentucky.” 

On the 22nd inst., in the House of Commons, Mr. Gedge asked the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer whether, in order that holders of Consols and Reduced 
Stock might know exactly what was the alternative to immediate con- 
version of their stock into new stock, he would state whether a year’s notice 
would be given immediately after the 11th of May of the redemption of all 
or any unconverted stock ; and, if not, when it would be given; and whether 
another Act of Parliament was necessary to enable the notice to be given 
or to redeem the stock not then converted; and, if so, whether he proposed 
to introduce the Bill during this Session. The Chancellor of the Exchequer 
was urilerstood to ray that he was unable at present to state whether a year's 
notice would be given after the 11th of May as to the redemption of all or 
any of the unconverted stock, or when it would be given. He could not 
possibly make such a statement until the result of the conversion of the 
New Three per Cents. was practically known. Another Act of Parliament 
was not necessary to enable notice tu be given, as a resolution of the House 
would be all that was required to pay off the stock in instalments. If a 
larger measure were proposed, it might be necessary to pass an Act of 
—-" directing the manner in which all the payments should be 
made, 








COURT PAPERS. 
SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 
RoTA OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 
APPEAL CouRT APPEAL Court Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
No. 1. No. 2. Kay. CHITTY. 


avo 


Date. 


Wed..April 4 Mr. Ward Mr. Godfrey Mr. Clowes Mr. Pemberton 
Pembe Rolt K 


ursday.. 5 ‘emberton oe Ward 
Friday ...... 6 Koe Godfrey Clowes Pemberton 
Saturday... 7 Clowes Rolt Koe Ward 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
NORTH. STIRLING. KEKEWICH. 
Wednesday, April ... .. 4 Mr. Lavie Mr. Leach Mr. Carrington 
. | >A eee Pugh Beal Jackson 
. Lavie Leach Carrington 
7 Pugh Beal Jackson 











WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gazette —Fampay, March 23. 
JVUINT STOCK COMPANIES, 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

HINDLE AND MorkRIsH, LimiTED.—By an order made by North, J., dated March 
3, it was ordered that the compavy be wound up. Linklater & Co., 2, Boud ct, 
Walbrook, solors for petnr 

Ice Factory ConsTRvcTION Co., LtmrrED.— Kay, J., has, by an order dated Feb 
27, scocintes Algernon Osmond Miles, 28, King st, Cheapside, to be official 
liquidator. Creditors arr required, on or before April 16, to send their names 
and addresses and the particulars of their debts or claims to the above. Wed- 
nesday, April 25, at twelve, is appointei tor hearing and adjudicating upon the 
debts and claims 

QUEBNSLAND MERCANTILE AND AGENCY Co., LimITED —North, J.. has, br an 
order dated Feb 28, appointed Mr. Edwin Waterhouse, 44, Gresham st, to be 
cfficial liquidator 

London Gazette.—TvuEspay, March 27. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

DRAMATIC PUBLISHING Co., LIMITED.—Stirling, J,, has, by an order dated March 
10, appointed John Newtun, 15, Moorgate st, to be official liquidator. Creditors 
are required, on or before April 23, to send their names and addresses, and 

of their debts or claims, to the above. Monday, April 30 at 12.30, is 
appointed for hear:ng and adjudicating upon the debts and claims 

MarGaTE HOTEL Co., ED.—Petn for wincing up. presentei March 26, 
directed to be heard before North, J., on Apri! 14. Pritchard & Co., Little 
Trinity lane, solors for petners 

NATIONAL STANDARD LAND, MORTGAGE, AND INVESTMENT CO., LimITED —By an 
order mate - Stirling, J., dated March 17, it was ordered that the voluntary 
page up 0 the company be continued. urst & Co., Old Jewry, solors 


‘or petner 

Winegst1o Coat Co., Lumrrep.—Petn for winding up, presented Marsh 21, 
directed to be heard before Stirling, J., on Saturday, April 14. Davidson & 
Morriss, Queen Victoria st, solors for petners 


NLIMIT&D IN CHANCERY. 
Sours Lonpon Fisx Co.—Petn for winding up, presented March 24, 


Market 
to be heard before Kay, J., on April 14. Lowless & Co., Martin's lane, 

st, solors for petners 
‘West RIDING OF YORKSHIRE PERMANENT BENRFIT BUILDING SocrieTY.—Chitty, 
J., has, by an order dated January 31, appoin ed James Duff, Halifax, to be 





official liquidator. Creditors are required, on or before April 25, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to the above. 
Thursday, May 3, at 11, is appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the 


debts and 
CouUNTY PALATINE OF LANCASTER. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

NUTSFORD VALE BLEACHING AND DyEING Co., LimireD.—Creditors are pote, 
on or before April 24, to send their names and addresses, and the parti of 
their debts or claims, to John Joseph Graham, 77, King st, Manchester. 
phe ., May 4, at 12, is appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts 
and claims 

UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY. : 

NorTH-WESTERN PERPETUAL BENEFIT BUILDING SocreTy.—Petn for winding up, 
presented March 17, directed to be heard before the Vice-Chancellor at St. 
George's Hall, Liverpool, on April 10. Rodway & Co., Liverpool, solors for 
petners 








WARNING TO INTENDING HOUSE PURCHASERS AND LESSEES. —Before purchasing 
or renting a house have the Sanitary arrangements thoroughly examined by an 
expert from The Sauitary Engineering & Ventilation Co , 115, Victoria-st., West- 
mirster (Estab. 1875), who also undertake the Ventilation of Offices, &c.—[ADvT.] 


STAMMERERS AND STUTTERERS should read a little book by Mr. B. BEASLEY, 
Baron’s-court-house, W. oe London. Price 13 stamps. The author, after 
suffering nearly 40 years, cured himself by a method entirely his own.—[ ADVT.} 








CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 


Last Day or CLam. 
London Gazette.—FRIDAY, March 164. 
ALLsorp, JoHN, Wester Hill, Kent. May 31. Woolley, Gt Winchester st 


Bastay, Lpot, Promenade, Southport, Lancaster. May 4. Farrar & Hall, 
anchester 
BLAKE, ga Rivercourt rd, Hammersmith. May 1. Peacock & Goddard, 
touth sq 
Bovtt, HENRY, Stamford rd, Bowdon, Chester, Gent. April 21. Dindy & Pater- 
son, Altrincham 
CALDWELL, MARY WHITAKER, Radford rd, Leamington. April 30. Lewin & Co, 
Southampton st 
CA WILLIAM CHARLES, Regent st, Esq. May 1. Hargrove & Co, 
ictoria st 
CHATFIELD, ALFRED, Old st, 8t Luke’s, Boot and Shoemaker. March 31. Norris 
& Son, Gray’s inn pl 
COPESTAKE, JESSE, Friar Gate, Derby, Cork Outter. June i. Briggs, Com- 
mercial Bank chmbrs, Derby : - 
CORNELIUSEN, GEORGE, Strand st, Liverpool, Ship Store Dealer. April 20. 
Bateson & Co, Liverpool ; 
CULLEN, THOmas, Woodborough rd, Nottingham, Gent. April 28. Maples & 
McCraith, Nottingham 
a Se RoBeRT, Cwmfrane, Carmarthen, Farmer. April 10. Thomas, 
ndovery 
Dawson, GEORGE Rosrnson, Waterloo, nr Blyth, Northumberland, Shipowner. 
April 20. Sidney & Son, Blyth : 
DEWHIR&ST, JAMES BUTTERFIELD, Burnsall, nr Skipton, Yorkshire, Gent. April 
15. Bebrend, Arundel gons, Notting Hill 
DURANT, EDWARD, Queen’s rd, St John’s Wood, Builder. April 14. Kent, 
Lincoln’s ino fields . 
FENWICK, WILLIAM, Kensington gardens sq, Wine Merchant. April i6. Gas- 
quet & Metcalfe, Idol Jane 
GopWIN, WiLLIaAM, Gas Works, Epsom, Manager of Gas Works. April 20. 
Rowell & Lomas. Rickmansworth 
GRIFFITHS, ROWLAND ‘iHOMAS. Aberfau, nr Merthyr Tydfil, Collie~y Proprietor. 
Apiil 30. Curtis & Son, Neath 
HEUSER, MATHILDE, Victoria strasse, Cassel, Germany. April 30. Finch & Co, 
ray’s iun sq 
HopGss, £LIZABETH HeEatuH, Tunbridge rd, Maidstone. May 31. Woolley, 
Great Wiuchester st 
Horn, GEORGE, Ciophill Warren, Bedfordshire, Farmer and Miller. April 20. 
Mitchell & Webb, Bedford 
Hupson, ARTHUR EDWARD, Clarendon rd, Leeds, Cloth Merchant. April 30. 
__ Bernard Hudson, Warwick ct 
KITCHING, JOSEPH, Farnham, Surrey, Station Master. May 3. Ilollest & Co, 


‘arnham 
MAXTON, JOHN, Church End, Finchley, Gent. Aprili2 Wells, Paternoster row 


MILLWARD, WILLIAM, Ormond rd, Richmond, Surrey,Gent. April 23. Hollam & 
Co, Mincing lane 

ORME, CHaRLES CaVE JOHN. Oakham, Rutland, formerly Major in Northampton 
and Rutland Militia. June1. AlLisons & Al:isous, Louth 

PEEL, JOHN WHIT, Ireby, Cumberland, Yeoman. April13. Lazonby & Strong, 

igton, ( umberland 

Happy, JOHN ALEXANDER PHILLIes, Chapel st, Devonport, retired Baptist 
Minister. apriiz5 Gard, Devonport 

PHILLIPS, SABAH ANN, Wingham, Kent. April13. Kingsford & Co, Canterbury 


PoRTMAN, The Hon Mauricz BERKELEY, Ashfield, North Petherton, Somerset, 
April 14. Wilde & Co, College hill 
PRICE, FREDERICK WILLIAM, Russell sq, Banker. April30. Finch & Co, Gray’s 


inn sq 

RIcE, JAMuS, Rochdale rd, Manchester, Cricket Bat Manufacturer. April 21, 
Dod, Manchester 

aaa, eg ora ELIZABETH, Royal cres, Bath. April24. Farrer & Co, Liacoln’s 
nn fields 

Ross, ROBERT GiBs0N, Eccleston Hall gdns, nr Prescot, Gardener. April 16. 

homas, St Helen’s 
Scott, Cecilia, George st, Ryde, I1.W. Mayi. Vincent, Ryde 


cet JOSEPH, Maidenhead, Berks, Gent. April 30. Sole & Co, Alderman- 
; ury 
SUTTON, ny pemead WILLIAM, Stowmarket, Suffolk, Gent. May 1. Potter & Co, 
ng 8 
— hy lees Fargate, Sheffield, Publican. April 30. Gould & Coombe, 
©. 


e 
TURNER, CHARLES BENJAMIN, Hurstmonceux, Sussex. May 1. Fhillips & 
Sheesman Hastings 
Watson, MaTTHEW, Manningham lane, Bradford, M.A.,Schoolmaster. April 20. 
Thomas, st Heien’s, Lancs 
woe, anne, New Barnes, Chigwell, Essex, Farmer. April 21. Hossack, 
albroo 
Witson, GuIaB ELIZABETH, Wellington rd, Stoke Newington. April 16. 
Steavenson & Couldwell, Gracechurch st 
was. “ae. Camdeu 14, Wire Meichant. June 7. Taylor & Taylor, New 
road 8 
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WooDTHORPE, Saaeen, Gidea st bldgs, Architect. 
Queen Victoria st 


London Gasette.—TUESDAY, March 20 
ALLEN, JoHN WILLIAM, Newport, Isle of Wight, Butcher. April 5. Pittis, New- 
port, Isle of Wight 
ANTHONY, RacHEL, Burgwm, Goytrey, Mon. May 1. 





May 1. Weeks & Son, 


Jones, Abergavenny 


Batty, LAURENC8&_RicHarpson, Allerton Hall, nr Liverpool. April 80. Row- 
cliffes & Vo. Bedford row 
BuxTnaM. CHARLOTTS, Romiley, Chester. Aprilié. Johuson & Johnson, Stock- 


po; 
Bo.Ton, JoHN, Grantham, Gardener. May ii. Beaumont, Grantham 


BootTu, JoHN WILSON, Church rd, Hoylake, Chester, Gent. April 30. Tyrer & 
Co, Liverpool 
April 20 


BURNELL, GEORGE, Mount Hiil, Kingswood, Sanitary Inspector. 
Chandler, Sherborne 
CHEETHAM, JOSEPH, Compton 1d, Canonbury, Doctor of Medicine. April 20. 
Hatchett-Jones & Co, Mark lane 
CLARK, JANE ELIZABETH, Marriott rd, Tolliogton pk, April 21. 
April 30. Sma’l, Burton on 


Gresham st 
Cox, | ye WALKER, Spendon, Derby, Esq. 

—«~- — Myerscough, nr Preston, Lancaster. Aprii 16. Houghton & 
Mitchell & Webb, 


FORBES, } ee pad North villas, Camden rd, Tailor. April 25. Turnbull, John st, 
ord row 


GIBBENS, EDWARD, Ebbs Fleet, Minster, Isle of Thanet, Kent, Gent. June 18. 
Daniel, Kamsgate 


HARTLEY, JOHN, Church st, Halifax, Coal Merchant. April12. Walker, Halifax 
Hay, Sopuia, Porchester ter, Bayswater. April 30. Garrard & Co, Suffolk st 
Kin#, PHILADELPHIA, West Cliff ter, Ramsgate. May 20. Rooke & Coker, Bath 
JacEaoM, Gusnen, West Field, East Retford, Nottingham, Gent. May5. Mee 
Krom, jam. ‘Holme on Spalding Moor, Yorks. April 16. Crust & Co, Beverley 
LEAHY, CATHERINE, Bridgend, Glamorgan. May1. Stockwood, Bridgend 
LEAHY, MICHAEL, Bridgend, Glamorgan, Doctwr of Medicine. May1. Stock- 


wood, Bridgend 
LEAK, WILLIAM, Harton, York, Farmer. May 31. Leak & Co, Hull 
Lobb, ELIZABETH, Grove End rd, St John’s Wood. April 25, Haines & Clutton, 


Serjeant’s inn 
=. G.C.B., late H.M.’s 


Shearman, 


DUDLEY. sanceeas, Wootton, Bedford, Brickmaker. Ap 21. 


Pauaein Right Hon RicHarp B'cKERTON, Viscount L:; 


dor in Paris. April 30. Roweliffes & Co, Bedford row 
Marna, JOSEPH, Westbourne terr, Hyde Park, ksq. June 1. Watling, 
man st 


ORTON, ‘MARIA Hunt, Plastirion tarr, Rhyl. May1. Sisson & George, Rhyl 


Pat, See egetens, Suffolk, Farmer and Innkeeper. March 31. Josselyn 
ms, lpswic 

PakkY, JOHN, Bright st, Droylsden, nr Manchester, Baker and Grocer. April 

80. Harvey Simpson, Manchester 
a — Mary ANNE, commonly calied and known as Mary Anne Philpott, 
oyal York Hotel, Margate. April 30. Perry, Guildhall chmbrs 

me. JOHN, Manchester rd, Southport, Gent. May 21. Whitehead, Etaly- 
Rosson, Wiittam, Fullerby, Lincoln, Farmer. April 21. Dee, Horncastle 


RvssELL, WILLIAM JaMEs. Morland road, Notting hill, Licensed Victualler. 
April #. Brown Li»coln’s ian fields 
SImPsON, NATHANIEL COLLYER, Grove rd, Wandswerth. April 17. 


Potter, Wandsworth 
THOMAS, JOHN, Cardiff, Grocer. April 23. Jones, Cardiff 
May 14. 


‘Tasenees Some, Fryup, Danby, York, Farmer. Thornton & Sim>- 
son, 


THOMPSON, SUSANNAH, Hereson, nr Ramsgate. May 5. Wotton, Ramsgate 
TITLEY, JAMES, Bath, Gent. April 24. Titley, Bath 


WatTErs, THOMAS, Geneen, Trevethin, Mon, Grocer. May 1. Edwards & 
’Brasseur, Pont; 


Wiper, ELIzaBETH AntGalL, Hastings. Mayi1. Stenning, Tonbridge 
Warm, 5 LEwIs — a ay Tonbridge, Kent, Chemist and Druggist. May 1. 


ning, Tonbiidg 
WORTHINGTON, JOHN, Staly bridge, Chester, Hatter. May 7. Whitehead, Staly- 
May7. Whitehead, Stalybriiga 


bridge 
WoRTHINGTON, Nancy, Stalybridge, Chester. 
WRIGHT, ROBERT JAMES, Mayfield, Weston, St Mary Extra, Southampton, Esq 
April 14, Robins & Son, Scuthampton 
London Gaszette.—Fripay, March 23, 
ASTLEY, SARAH, Earle st, Crewe. April3 Hill, Crewe 
BatTinG, JANE, Kingsclere, Hants. May10. Barnes, Kingsclere 


Sloper & 


BaYLIss, commen, Penn Fields nr Wolverhampton, no occupation. Aug 20. 
Fiewker & Page, Wolverbampton 
BLEASDALE, WILLIAM, York, Whoiesale Druggi-t. June1. Walker, York 


Brown, W1L11aM LIONEL, Kennington pk rd, Esq. May 7. Smith, Leadenhall st 
Snowe, wpe CHARLES, Grove rd, Bebington, Chester. April 30. Potts, 
verpoo! 
Cairns, THOMAS JAMES, Bainbridge Holme, Bishopwearmouth, Market Gardener. 
April2.. Bell & Son, Sunderland 
a JouN, Bethune rd, Stamford hill, Gent. April 9. Bridger, Crooked 


lane, King William st 
CARTMALE, Mary, Lichfield, May1. Hinckley & Co, Lichfield 
CoLEs, ANN WAKEMAN, St John’s rd, Hoxton. April 9. Dubois & Co, Pancras 
e 
eae Dove park, Woolton, Lancaster. May 1. Rogerson & Co, 
ver 
D’Sovza, Davin HENBIQUES, by md ct, Old Broad st, Merchant. May 10. Sea- 
grove & Woods, Chancery 
DOHERTY, PaTRICK, Crai any Hydropathic Establishment, Ilkley. May 1 
Atkinson & Wilson, Bradford 
EaGuus, Frank, Eastbourne, Gent. May7. Cruttenden, Battle 


Fietu, CaRoLing, Rawnook, Low Moor, Bradford. April 21. Beldon & Ack- 


royd, Bradford 
Forp, ELIZABETH, Thornbury. April 16. Scarlett & Co, Thornbury 


a Seost, Truro rd, West End, St Austell, Jeweller. May 18. 


Gwyn, Hows. Dy Dyffryn, near Neath, Esq. May 8. Brittan & Ov, Bristol 


HENDERSON, JoHN Paton, Manchester and London, Esq. April 30. Smith & 
Braithwaite, Throgmorton st 


HIckMaN, JOHN, Shaftesbury st, Hoxton, Licensed Victualler. April 30. 
Matthews & Co, Queen Victoria st 





Church rd, Southborough, Grocer and Draper. Mayi. Buss, 
a Wells 
Loss, eaenaeen. \ Grove end rd, 8t John’s Wood. April 25. Haines & Clutton, 


rjean 

McDOoNALD, FREDERICK BuRT, Bridgwater, Produce Merchant. April7, Chap- 
man & Bishop, bridgwater 

MARSHALL, WILLIAM, . Old rd, Atherton, Lancaster, Retired ,.Farmer 


Aprils0. Hope. 
Mowrasus, Henny, : aoe st, Liverpool, Gent. May 1. Abrahams & Oo, Bed- 
ford row, or Martin & Co, Live 
Moss, Fg F sous Rf me eee Lydferd, Somerset, Clerk. April 21. Ingram & 
neo)n’s ina 
Nation, Wu.t1aM Houitoway, Cromwell rd, Montpelier, Bristol. April 30 


Bedell, Bristol 
Ortway, JOHN, Horning, Norfolk, Shopkeeper. April 23. Goodchild, Norwich 


Quiny, Hevry, Downe ter, Richmond, Esq. April19. Asburst & Oo, Old Jewry 


REYNOLDS, JAMES GASTINEAU, The Priory, Leamington, Furniture Remover. 
May 1. Woodcock & Co, Coventry 
RICHARDSON, EDWARD, Hendon, Torquay, Gent. April19. Fox, Plymouth 


RICHARDSON, GULIELMA, Elm rd, Mannamead, Plymouth. April 19. Fox, Ply- 


mouth 
SHARP, ‘Marrua, London st, Southport. May 4. Gordon & Co, Bradford 
Crmetarom, Eiza EsTHER, Beuntort Lodge, Chelsea. May 24. Simpson & Cul- 


ingford, G:acechurcn 
oui EsTHER, Hedley st, ‘South Shields. May 1. Rennoldson, South Shields 
Stow, ANN, Sprinthorpe, Lincs. April 30. Robbs & Forrest, Gainsborough 


Tacemacnevs, Joun, Harborne, Staffs, Farmer. April 30. Barlow & Co, Bir- 


THORPE, PR, JOSEPH Lioyp, Sownty Bridge, York, Liberal Registration Agent 
May. Turner, Holmtirth 

TRENCH, Pair CHARLES CHENEVIX, Oriental Club, Banover sq, Gent. April 
25. Tucker & Lake. Serle st 

V ve, 5 me GRIFFIN, Fyzabad, Oudh, India. April 30. Crosse & Sons, Lan- 


pl 
Warts, | Epvann, Southborough, Kent, Gent. May t. Buss, Tunbridge Wells 
Waa. | FEEDERICK EpGa8t, D.D., Bath rd, Reading, Clerk in Holy Orders. 


"s H & C Collins, Reading 
Woop, anne. Moorfield, Whitfield, Derby, Esq. May 17. Jepson & Son, 


Manchester 








BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 


London Gasette.—FRIDAY, March 23. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
ARMSTRONG, JOHN SUTTON, \ A. ay — ce Boot Manufacturer Wolverhampton 
Pet March 20 Ura March 
ATKINSON, GEORGE FERYLEY, Suaith, Yorks, Physician Wakefield Pet March 
20 Ord March 20 
BANNISTER, ROBERT EpwWIn, York, Baker York Pet March 20 Ord Mareh 20 
BasSKETTER, CHARLES FRANCI3, Peterborough, Baker Peterborough Pet March 
19 Ord March 19 
Barage, Tene, S Goodge st, Tottenham ct rd, Baker High Court Pet March 20 


BROOKE. GEORGE “Ruseatt, Soxtagheld, Upper Clapton, Salesman High Court 
Pet March 21 Ord March 
BUCKWELL, THoMAs DovuGLas, Bu gess Hill, 8 
Pet March z1 Ord March 2 
CLAUSONTHUE, JOHN THOMAS, High st Hornsey, Ironmonger High Court Pet 
March 19 Ord March 19 
Coaby, WILLIAM, Hanley. Watchmaker Hanley, Burslem, and Tunstall Pet 
arch 19 —_ March 19 
Barrow in Furness, Beerseller Ulverston and Barrow in 
‘urness bet March 19 Ord March 19 
~ upon sul, Yeast Dealer Kingston upon Hull 
arch 19 
pam. Roes, & Co, Swanmead, Bermondsey, Gelatine Makers High Court 
Pet Feb 24 Ord March 20 
CROWTHER, JOHN, Siena Yorks, Grocer Halifax Pet Maich 20 Ord 
arch 20 
Dawees, Sam, West Hartlepool, Joiner Sunderland Pet March 20 Ord 


20 
ms haan Horsham, Coal Merchant Brighton Pet March 9 Ord 
DUWELSE, SPapee, Nevthangten, Leather Dresser Northampton Pet March 
17 jy arc. 
EVANS. ha pe Brecon, Gunsmith Mertbyr Tydfil Pet March 2t Ord 
ach 2t 
es JaMES, and THoMas Fairuurst, Coventry, Boot Dealers Coventry 
et Ma:ch 19° Ord March 19 
Gana. \ ema Turton, Lancs, Stonemason Bolton Pet March 19 Ord 
March 1 
GAUEKROGER, JOSEPH, Halifax, Labourer Halifax Pet March19 Ord March 19 
GIBB, Sy KENNETH, Talbot rd, Bayswater,Gent High Court Pet Dec 
Ord March 21 
Garam, © JOHN, Bramley, ur Leeds, Builder Leeds Pet March 21 Ord 
21 
Grives, JOHN, Warsop, Farmer Nottingham Pet March 21 Ord March 21 
Haru, JOHN BEEDHAM, Kingston upon Hull, Fish Curer Kingston upon Hull 
Pet March 20 Ord Merch 20 
Bars, Wait, hedecumen, Lincoln, Farmer Gt Grimsby Pet March 20 Ord 
Haysom, RicuarD, York, Contractor York Pet March19 Ord March 19 
aoe * yamees Henry, York, Bootmaker York Pet March 19 Ord 
Buse, ALAxANOER, Deiinct Maier Ulverston and Barrow 


Barrow in Furness, 
Furness Pet March ‘i Urd March 19 
Honeess, Vata, Bristol, Umbrella Maker Bristol Pet March 19 Ord 
a’ 


1 
HvBBLE, JOHN, Mare st, Hackney, Leather Merchant High Court Pet March 
20’ Ord March 20 


LAVER, Henry, Anerley, out of business Croydon Pet March 16 Ord March 16 
LEwIs, Amen, Rhayader, Radnor, Grocer Newtown Pet March 19 Ord 
March 1 


Luoyp, SAMUEL, Bridgno: Salop, Wheelwright Madeley, Shropshire Pet 
March 21 ond een at * 


MocrorpD, WILLIAM, Wells, out of business Wells Pet March 20 Ord March 20 


Mowsray, SAMUEL HINCHLIFFE, Saddleworth, Yorks, Postmaster Oldham Pet 
March 20 Ord March 20 
NELMEs, JOHN ALFRED, Holmer, Hereford, Farmer Hereford Pet March 12 
) Ord March 20 : 


ussex out of business Brighton 





a 8 nn crm 


} 
f 
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Conny, Sa, Gt Grimsby, Ship Chandler GtGrimsby Pet March 21 Ord 
GSBORNE, DBARLEE, Ladock, Cornwall, Miller Truro Pet March 21 Ord 


Pawson, Many ANDERSON, Middlesborough, a Stockton on Tees and 
Middles borough Pet March 17 Ord March 
PHILLIPS, ‘THOMAS, Tifracombe, Fish Salesman Barnstaple Pet March 20 Ord 


arch 20 
POOL, JaMEs, Bilston, Butcher Wolverhampton Pet March 20 Ord March 20 


RABJOHN, FREDERICK. Cinderford. Gloucestershire, Refreshment house keeper 

Gloucester Pet March 20 Ord March 20 
ate Wimborne, Manager of Gasworks Poole Pet March 7 

Ord March 20 

SsiTH Led Middlesborough, Grocer Stockton on Tees and Middlesboro igh 

Ord March 20 

SMITH. JaMne, Haydon Wick, nr Swindon, Beerhouse keeper Swindon Pet 
March 20 Ord March 20 % 

STANFORD, ENOCH, sempest, on, Tin Plate Manufacturer Newport, Mon Pet 
March 19 Ord March 

STorR. —+y Boston, iaaee Commission Agent Boston Pet March20 Ord 


arch 2 
SwADLIna. Gxoxor, Gt Hazeley, Oxfordshire, Grocer Aylesbury Pet March 19 

Ord Marck 19 
aa ~~ ErwakD, Birmingham, Grocer Birmingham Pet March 20 Ord 


arch 20 

— a em green, Norwood, Master Baker Windsor Pet March 
1 arch 19 

Tuomrson, WILLIAM HENRY, Negtown. Montgomeryshire, Tobacconist New- 
town Pet March 2i Ord March 2 

THORN:, WILLIAM JOHN, Okehampton, Devon, Ironmonger Fast Stonehouse 
Pet March 20 Ord March 20 

Toros, + ye Batley, Yorks, Grocer Dewsbury Pet March 19 Ord 

arch 1 

WALMSLEY, HENRY, Preston, Plumber Preston Pet Marché Ord March 20 

WILLIAMS, CHARLES, sen, Vaughan rd, Camberwell, Clerk High Court Pet 
March 2t Ord March 2 

Wane, m, Teese J) + Liv Seed, Mantle Manufacturer Liverpool Pet March 

Or arch 
Wusen, WILLIAM, Brighton, Butcher Brighton Pet March 20 Ord March 20 


FIRST MEETINGS. 
BANNISTER, ROBERT EDWIN, York, Baker April 3at 11 Off Rec, York 


BARKER, JOHN JOSEPH, Keynsham, Somerset, Artist April 9at12.45 Off Rec, 
Bank chmbrs, Bristol 

BaknEs, Isaac, Cockermouth, Cumberland, Fishmonger April 3 at 2 Off Rec, 
67, Duke st, Whitehaven 

BASKETTER, CHARLES FRANCIS, Peterborough, Baker April 17 at 12 County 
Court, Peterborough 

BENNETT, ALBERT. Pontycymmer, nr Bridgend, Plumber April 13 at 2.30 Off 

29, Queen st, Cardi 

BERRY, Thomas. Mossley, Lancs, Coal Merchant April5at2 Townhall, Ashton 
under Lyne 

BROUGHTON, JOHN, Vorcaster, Painter April 4at10.45 Guildhall, Doncaster 

CAPSsTICK, EMANUEL, Beverley, Yorks, Hairdresser April6at3 Off Ree, Trinity 
House lane, Hull 

CROWTHER, JOHN, Brighouse, Yorks, Grocer April4at12 Off Rec, Halifax 

DEARDEN, Sapmansen, Denton, Lancs, Hat Manufacturer April 5 at 2.30 
Townhall, Ashton under Lyne 

Farrow, — Gt Grimsby, Joiner April 4 at 12 Off Rec, 3, Haven st, Gt 


Grimsb 
a. WALTER, Turton, Lancs, Stonemason April 4 at 11 16, Wood st, 
) 
GAUEROGER, JOSEPH, Halifax, Labourer April4atii Off Rec, Halifax 
GouGn, HENRY Doran, Wolverhampton, Brassfounder April 4 at 12 Off Rec, 
St Peter’s close, Wolverhampton 
GRaDyY, JOHN, Birmingham, Japanner April5ati1 25, Colmore row, Birming- 


am 
HansomM, RIcHARD, York, Contractor March 31at12 Off Rec, York 


HARE. CHARLES, Holme on Spalding, Farmer April 6 at 12 Off Rec, Trinity 
House Jane, Hull 

HAYTER, THOMAS, Cranbrosk, Kent, Roctsnsher April5at2 Spencer & Ieeves, 
Mount Pleasant, Tunbridge 

HeEpDGEs, THOMAS HENRY, York, Bootanaker March 31 at12 Off Rec, York 


Hopason, hy me Bristol, Umbrella Maker April 9 at 12,15 Off Rec, Bank 


chbrs, 

Isr, Tom ing we Riseley, Bedford, Coal Merchant April 5 at 11 8, St 
‘Paul’s % or ‘ord 

LANCASTER, ILLIAM woop Kingston upon Hull, Foreman to a Cabinet 
Maker Apriléati1_ Off rinity House lane, Hull 


LEwIs, ANNE, Rhayader, ms kg Grocer April 3 at1 Off Rec, Llanidloes 
Met10r, Tom, Stalybridge, Lancs, Joiner April 5 at 2.15 Townhall, Ashton 


under Lyne 
MoGForD, — Wells, out of business April 10 at 1 Mitre Hotel, Wells, 


erse 

MoncrierFr, THOMAS, Shrewsbury, out of business April 4 at 12.15 LawSociety, 
Talbot chmbrs, Shrewsbury 

MorkRIs, bh! ees Cardiff, Wetchmaker April 5 at 12 Off Rec, 29, Queen st, 


ce, ° WIt1tiaM JAMES, Frome, Coal Dealer April 6 at 12 George Hotel, 


= CusntEs, Seton Mills, Suffolk, Farmer April 3 at 12.35 Guildhall, 
unas 
RABJOHNS, FREDERICK. Cinderford, Gloucester, Refreshment house Keeper 
March 31 at 2.30 Off Rec, 15, King st, Gloucester 
REYNOLDS, JOSEPH, Rothwell. N orthampton, Baker April7 at2 County Court, 


No: pton 
ROBINSON, JOSEPH, jun, Bury St Edmunds, Builder April 3 at 1.45 Guildhall, 
B St Edmunds 
ANIBL, Smethwick, Baker April 9 at 10.30 County Court, Oldbury 
SmairTu, Jacon, Leeds, Cowkeeper April 4 atii1 Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 


SMITH, meg Haydon Wick, nr Swindon, Beerhouse keeper April 3 at 11.80 
Off Rec, 82, High st, Swindon 
SPIERs, HeEney, Banbury, Innkeeper April 4 at 12.15 County Cout, Ban- 


7 4 Meare, Somersetshire, Farmer April 10 at 12.80 Mitre Hotel, 
VINING, ROBERT " Wrecovexsr, West Derby, Patentee April6 at3 Off Rec, 35, 
Victoria ctoria st, Liverpool 
ADJUDICATIONS. 


Azmpraone, Joms Ov pag Weramemgen, Boot Manufacturer Wolverhamp- 
ey ~ GEORGE pepe Wettinghaan, Milk Seller Nottingham Pet March 17 
ATELNSON, Guonen PERNLEY Snaith, Yor sician Wakefield Pet March 20 
: Ona = ’ . ks, Phy eld Pet 





BALE, JoHN PHELPS, Dawlish, Farmer Exeter Pet Marchi2 Ord March 17 


BALL, - ony, oon 3 Kennington cross, Leather Merchant High Court Pet Feb 10 
r arch 19 

BANNISTER, ROBERT EpwIy, York, Baker York Pet March 20 Ord March 20 

BasKETTER, CHARLES FRANCIS, Peterborough, Baker Peterborough Pet March 
15 Ord March 19 

CAMERON, J BLack, Upper Tooting Wandsworth Pet Jani2 Ord March 19 

CARTER, JOHN, Whitwell, nr Welwyn, Hertfordshire, Publican Luton Pet Feb 
23 Ord March 15 

Cass, FREDERICK CHARLES, Sunderland, Joiner Sunderland Pet March 8 Ord 


March 20 

Coapy, WILLIAM. Hanley, Watchmaker Hanley, Burslem, and Tunstali Pet 

arch 19 Ord March 19 

COLEMAN, STEPHEN JOHNSON, Mount Pleasant rd, re Commercial 
Traveller Greenwich Pet March 12 Ord March 

Coorrr, FREDERICK EDWARD CHARLES, Cornwall rd, Eeoometie no occupation 
High Court PetFeb3 Ord March 20 

CoRLEssS, WILLIAM, Barrow in Furness, --pemaneed Ulverston and Barrow in 
Furness Pet March19 Ord March1 

CouLTss, SOUTHWELL, ~~ wpon Hull, Yeast Dealer Kingston upon Hull 
Pet March 19 Ord Mar 

CULVERWELL, GEORGE, Clifton, Bristol, Fishmonger Bristol Pet March15 Ord 


March 19 
DAKIN, GEORGE, Leicester, Draper Leicester Pet DecS8 Ord March 17 
Daweez, RICHARD, West Hartlepool, Joiner Sunderland Pet March 20 Ord 
2 


arch 20 
Day, JoHN, jun, Ash, Kent, Farmer Canterbury Pet Feb 23 Ord March 21 


DowNEs, JosEPH, Macclesfield, Baker’s Assistant Macclesfield Pet March 7 
Dusty Uiigom, Northampton, Leather Dresser Northampton Pet March 
Evans. WILLIAM, Brecon, Gunsmith Merthyr Tydfil Pet March 21 Ord 
Ganpxne, Wares, Turton, Lancs, Stonemason Bolton Pet March 19 Ord 


M 
GoLtpMaNn, Marcus, Swansea, Outfitter Swansea Pet March15 Ord March 21 


(}RADY, JOHN, Birmingham, Japanner Birmingham Pet March 1 Ord 


arc 
es, < Joun, Bramley, nr Leeds, Builder Leeds Pet March 21 Ord 
21 


GUGGENHEIM, MICHAEL, Auckland ve Upper Norwood, Hop Merchant High 
Court Pet Feb 20 Ord March 
Ham. — BEEDHAM, Kingston om Hull, Fish Curer Kingston upon Hull 
March 20 Ord March 20 
HALL, "eee Sheffield, = Merchant Sheffield Pet March 6 Ord 


March 21 

a Redbourne, Lincs, Farmer Gt Grimsby Pet March 20 Ord 
arch 20 

Hanson, RicuarpD, York, Contractor York Pet Marchi19 Ord March 19 

HEDGES, THoM4sS HENRY, York, Bootmaker York PetMarchi9 Ord March 19 


HINDLE, ALEXANDER. Barrow in Furness, Cabinet Maker Ulverston and Bar- 
row in Furness PetMarchi9 Ord March 19 
HoLpswokTH, JOHN ARTHUR, TANEKARD, EDWARD TANKARD, and WILLIAM [saac 
ba Bradford, Worsted Manufacturers Bradford Pet Feb11 Ord 
arch 20 
HowakD, ROBERT ALLEN, Old Dalby, Leicestershire, Farmer Leicester Pet 
Feb1i Ord March 8 
Huaains, WILLIAM ALFRED, Beckenham rd, Penge, Dairyman Croydon Pet 
Febi16 Ord March 16 
ILLINGWORTH, HENRY GEORGE, Beckenham, Bootmaker Croydon Pet Jan 21 
Ord March 19 
Istip, ToM PICKERING, Riseley, Bedfordshire, Coal Merchant Bedford Pet 
March 10 Ord March 20 
JONES, Aseuvn, Madeley, Salop, Grocer Madeley Pet March 14 Ord 
1 


arch 2 
LuoyD, want rm, Bridgnorth, Salop, Wheelwright Madeley Pet March 2t Ord 
arc. 
Marn, WILLIAM, Loughborough, Builder Leicester Pet Feb 27 Ord March 14 
MUNDAY, FREDERICK ee Broadway, Wimbledon, Desler in Sewing 
Machines Kingston, Surrey Pet Fe ‘20 Ord March 21 
NELMES, JOHN ALBRED, Holmer, Hereford, Farmer Hereford Pet March 12 
Ord March 20 
OLSSON. cs, Gt Grimsby, Ship Chandler Gt Grimsby Pet March 20 Ord 
arch 21 
OPPENHEIM, EDWARD JOHN, jpinighten, Leicester, Leather Factor Leicester 
Pet Febi7 Ord March 1 
Pawson, MARY ANDERSON, Middlesborough, 1 Innkeeper Stockton on Tees and 
Middlesborough Pet ch 17 
PHILLIPS, i Seem, Gt Easton, Leicester, Builder Leicester Pet Feb 25 Ord 


17 
PowELL, 1 DaviD, Swansea, Chemist Swansea Pet March13 Ord March 16 


RABJOHNS, FREDERICK, Cinderford, Gloucester, Refreshment house Keeper 
Gloucester Pet March 20 Ord March 20 

SEWAED, CHARLES, jun, Preston, Lancs, Ironfounder Preston Pet March 6 
Ord March 21 

GaAs, WEIN Gaceen, Bradwell near the Sea, Farmer Chelmsford Pet Feb 
18 Ord Marc 

SMITH, EDWARD, er eeeeaee, Grocer Stockton on lees and Middlesborough 
Pet March 20 Ord March 

SMITH, JAMES, Haydon — = Swindon, Beerhouse Keeper Swindon Pet 

arch 20 Ord March 
nom, = ‘BARTOL, Boston, , a Agent Boston Pet March 20 Ord 


20 
TEBBUT, JAMES, Denmark ter, Southall green, Baker Windsor Pet March 19 
Ord March 19 
THORPE, bee AM, Sandon, Essex, Farmer Ohelmsford Pet Feb 2 Ord 


ToLson, JOHN EDWIN, pgbactshenton, ar Dewsbury, out of business Dewsbury 
Pet Feb 25 Ord March 1 
WooDWARB, EDWARD caren, Fortess rd, Kentish Town, Carman High 
Court Pet March7 Ord March 19 
Woorms..  oenes MONTAGUE, Sehen, Builder Croydon Pet Jan 21 Ord 
WRIGHT, WILLIAM, Brighton, Butcher Brighton Pet March 20 Ord March 20 
ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 


fos, Sasar Spicer, Bootle, Stockbroker Liverpool Adjud Oct 28 Annul 
arc. 
London Gasette.—TUESDAY, March 27. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Aunt, Bessy, Manchester, Traveller Manchester Pet Merch 22 Ord 


ANDREWS, THOMAS, pocteeten, Worcestershire, Farmer Kidderminster Pet 
March 2 Ord March 19 
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Buxrosn, Joun, anem, Fire Brick Manufacturer Oldham Pet March 21 
BARDEN, Haver, hevencatn, Ironmonger Tunbridge Wells Pet March 22 Ord 


March 
BENNETT, a NAPTHALI, Ryde, I W,Schoolmaster Ni ortand Ryde Pet 
March % Ord March ep cncemineng 


BonE, JOHN, Luton, Straw Hat Manufacturer Luton Pet March 8 Ord 


arch 24 
Bovett, JoHN, Torquay, China Dealer Exeter Pet March 22 Ord March 22 
Brownz, EDWARD PeRratr, Commercial rd East, Stationer High Court Pet 
March 22 Ord March 22 
Carag, © = Chichester, Licensed Vicualler Brighton Pet March 23 Ord 
arc 
CLowss, Jame, Huddersfield, Grocer Huddersfield Pet March 23 Ord 


Cosraa, 5 RECRARD, Great Marl>w, Grocer Aylesbury Pet March 10 Ord 


Davey. J — ARNOLD, Doncaster, China Dealer Sheffield Pet March 22 Ord 
arc 

DESBROW, EZEKIEL ScULTHORPE, Woodnewton, Northamptonshire, Farmer 
Peterborough Pet March 24 Ord March 24 

DOWNING, JacoB, Old Hill, Staffordshire, Soutes of Music Dudley Pet 
March 23 Ord March 23 

FENTON, JONATHAN, Kin 4 upon Hull, Grocer Kingston upon Hull Pet 
March 21 Ord March 23 

Haar, pEnet, | akotone, Dorsetshire, Wheelwright Poole Pet March 23 

arc 

HARRIES, OWEN BOWEN, Conwil es Carmarthenshire, Labourer Carmartheu 
Pet March 21 (rd March 

HopGes, JOHN, Willenhall, St sffordshire, Licensed Victuallér Wolverhampton 
Pet March 21 Ord March 22 

Hopason, JOHN, York, Farmer York Pet March 22 Ord March 22 

HopkINSON, EpWArD, Lincoln, Higgler Lincoln Pet March 24 Ord March 24 

LANGLEY, WILLIAM, Shoreham, Grocer Brighton Pet March 23 Ord March 23 

Lewis, Wossen, ponwen, Mon, Colliery Proprietor Newport,Mon Pet March 

rd Mare 
McMorkan, WILLIAM, Sheffield, Draper Sheffield Pet March14 Ord March 22 


ee ~ \ ee Redditch, Fishmonger Birmingham Pet March 22 Ord 


Moony. i=! Ramsgate, Licensed Victualler Canterbury Pet March 9 
ri 
soem, © omy — 1~ poe Gt Grimsby, Shoemaker Gt Grimsby Pet March 21 
ar 
MorrIs, WILLIAM, pmoemneTe, Salop, Veterinary Surgeon Wrexham Pet March 
22 Ord March 2 
Nun? us, Bosune Eastow, Scunthorpe, Lincs, Grocer GtGrimsby Pet March 22 
rr arc 
ONSLOW, AUGUSTUS PaUL LUMSDEN, ° ed rd, Shepherd’s bush, Gent Wands- 
worth Pet Febs0 Ord March 
Pa HENRY, Wandsworth rd, a Provision Dealer Wandsworth 
t March 28 Ord March 23 
PRATT, Watax DUvuPE, iicampext, Saddler Kidderminster Pet March 20 Ord 


Mar 

Rersorbs, Ww H, Buntingford, Hertfordshire, Stationer Cambridge Pet 
March 10 Ord March 24 

RUC. coun SHILLADY, Litchfield, Grocer Walsall Pet March 24 Ord 
arch 24 

SIDGWICcK, gone, Kettlewell, Yorks, Innkeeper Bradford Pet March 24 Ord 
arch 24 

a W E, Albermarle st, Gent. High Court Pet March 8 Ord 
ar 


THOMAS, Dave, jun, Gellygaer, Glamorganshire, Farm Labourer Merthyr 
Tydfil Pet March 22 Ord March 22 
Tnemnee, Tag EDMUND, Wrenhens, Surveyor Wrexham Pet March 23 Ord 


TusnooK, AntAUR Ja JAMES, Gt Grimsby, Fish Merchant Gt Grimsby Pet March 

March 

es E3, , Solicitor Cambridge Pet March 15 Ord 
arc. 

swan eee = Tupor, Builth, Breconshire, Tailor Newtown Pet March 22 Ord 


WALKER, _— B, Stemneieel, Staffordshire, Grocer Burton on Trent Pet 


Marc rd Marc 
RECEIVING. ORDER RESCINDED AND ADJUDIOTION ANNULLED. 
JARDINE, ARTHUR MuRRAY, Euston sq, Gent High Court Ord May 18 Adjud 
June 13 Rese and Annul March #4 


FIRS MEETINGS. J 
Sosueem, Josura, St Helen’s, Baker April 6 at 2 Off Rec, Victoria st, 
iverpoo! 
ASHTON, GEORGE HENRY, Nottingham, Milk Seller April 4 at 11 Off Rec, 1, 
gh pavement, N ottingham 
AUSTIN, Wwitaen, Parwich, nr Ashbourne, Farmer April 4 at 11.30 Green Man 
Hotel, Ashbourne 
Batis, HENRY GrEorGE, Gt Yarmouth, Carpenter April 7 at 12 Off Rec, 8, 
King st, Norwich 
Bamr ORD, JOH, Rochdale, Fire Brick Manufacturer April 6 at 3.30 Townhall, 
le 


BARKER, RICHARD, Royal avenue, Chelsea, Stage Manager April 10 at 11 33, 
Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 

——-~ EORGE, Thrale rd, Streatham pk, Builder April 5 at 3 10¥, Victoria 
st, Vigrpatacter 

Barnes, W ze Raicham, Essex, Chemical Manufacturer April 5 at 3 33, 
Jare 


BoveTT, nN, Torquay, China Dealer April 10 at 11 Bankruptcy bdgs, 
Portugal ‘st, Lincoin’s inn 

Borns, JosEPH EDWARD, pacingten, Professor of Music April 6 at 11 Off 
Rec, 8, Albert rd, Middlesboroug’ 

BRAYFORD, ROBERT, ‘Stoke upon Tent, Grocer April 6 at 10.15 Off Rec, 
Newcastle under Lyme 

CamERon, J BLack, Upper Tooting April9at4 109, Victoria st, Westminster 

Csvtmnes, a HALSTEAD, Wakefield, Tailor April4atii Off Rec, Bond 

5 a 
Chow. z jm, peemadereteta, Grocer April6éat3 Haigh & fon, solors, New st, 
Coapy, Wissel, Hanley, Watchmaker Apriléat3 Off Rec, Newcastle under 


Lym 
CoLANs, J a2 soem, Denahocene rd, Acre lane, Builder April 10 at 2.30 33, Carey st, 





DCO. 
DAVIS, CHARLES HARRY, Coventry, Tobacco Merchant April 5 at12 Off Rec, 17, 
Hertford st, Coventry 
ay JAMES, mas FarhuuRst, Coventry, Boot Dealers April 5 at 


and THO: 
Off Reo. 17, Hertford st, try 
Guirrirns, JOHN, Bramley, Leeds, Builder April4at3 Off Rec, 22, Park row, 


Conca, JOM, Warsop, Farmer April 5 at 12.30 Off Kec, 1, High pavement, 


Sampron, Water, Smethwick, Staffs, Butcher April 9 at 10.45 County court, 


Hopason, Jonny, York, Farmer April5at12 Off Reo, 17, Blake st, York 
Hovas, Franx, Crewe, Bootmaker April 17 at 10.15 Royal Hotel, Crewe 
HovutpineG, Taomas, Crewe, Newsagent April 17 at 9.30 Royal Hotel, Crewe 
iiasmevonen, 5 HENRY GEORGE, Beckenham, Kent, Bootmaker April9at12 109, 


, Westminster 
INDERWICK, , Bedford row, Solicitor April 12 at 12 38, Carey st, 
Lincoln’s inn 


IRWELL, LAWRENCE, address unknown Aprililatii 83, Oarey st, Lincoln's inn 


eee. EDGAR ys : , eee unknown, Stockbroker April 10 at 11 33, 

arey st, ncoln’s in 

Janczason, Rob BERT, Srenkeome, Dorsetshire,Gent April9at1.30 Charing Cross 
Hote i, London 

Jenni? Giomas a my —- en Ash, Glamorganshire, Grocer April 4 at 
12 e 

em JAMES FITZMAURICF, Railway terr, Streatham, Tobacconist April 
aye. - ati2 109, Victoria st, Westminster 
ms! Guonge Ra RALPH, Billiter sq bldgs, Shipowner April 11 at 12 33, Carey 
st, — ’s i 

LiLoy > x AMURL, Bridgnot th, Salop, Wheelwright April 6t a 11.10 County 

ele 
Manco Exot, Oeraift, Umbrella Manufacturer April 5 at 11 Off Rec, 29, 


Queen st, 

Mowsnay, f SAMUEL HINCHLIFFE, Saddleworth, Yorks, Postmaster April 6 at 11 
Off Priory chmbrs, Union st, O) ‘ 

N =o, JOSEPH, h st, Marylebone April 12 at 11 83, Carey st, Lincoln’s 


a CHARLEY, Ladock, Cornwall, Miller Apuiil4 at 12 Off Rec, Boscawen 


Pawson, Mary ANDERSON, peARadeeccagh, Innkeeper April 6 at 11.30 Off 
Reo, 8, Albert rd, Middles' . 
PEACE, ALFRED, Rye lane, Pockhons prili2ati2 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 


Parsee, Lig Ilfracombe, Fish Salesman April 4 at 11.30 Off Rec, 9, 


unton 
— J Mile , ae Coe Conse, Nut Matting Manufacturer Aprilitat 11 Bank- 
. oln 
OHN, and Gronox Ca CARR, Bentham, Yorks, ye Manufacturer 
iAN Sat i.80 Off Rec, Ogden’s chbrs, Bridge st, M 


ester 
SaMWwoORTH, THOMAS, address unknown, Greengrocer April 10 at 12 33, Carey 
st, Lincolo’s inn 


SAUNDERS, JOSEPH CHARLES, York rd, Battersea, Grocer April 10 at3 109, Vic- 
toria st, Westminster 

Srppa, Feat Warsop, Farmer April 5 at 11.30 Off Reo, 1, High pavement, 
Nottingham 

ey ¢ AlvaaD, ond (2. Grensbepongh, nr Rotherham, Grocers 

ril 4 at e. 
om hie —— -eeeeemeee Grocer April 6 at 11 Off Ree, 8, Albert rd, 
esboroug! 

Sournwat, y st Lin Bpvase , High st, West Norwood, Baker April 12 at 2.30 
33, Carey s' ncoln’s inn 

THOMSON, Winnie 1 8 Newtown, Montgomeryshire, Tobacconist April 5 
ati Rec, Liani: 

heen p Le Batley, Yorks, Grocer April 4 at 3 Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, 


atle 
TwIstT, Jou Tupor, Builth, Breconshire, Tailor April 6 at 1 Off Ree, 


oes 
Waa Guonss. Stramshall, nr Uttoxeter, Grocer April 4 at 10.0 Green Man 
otel, Ashbourne 

WILLIAMSON, JOHN, Leeds, Draper April4at12 Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 


Wootton, GEORGE owsseue, Manor lane, Sutton, Builder April 9 at 3 109, 
Victoria st, Westminste ; 
Waiout, WILLtha, Brighton, : Butcher April4ati2 Off Rec, 4. Pavilion bidgs, 

m 


ADJUDIOCATIONS. 
Ames, HENRY, Manchester, Traveller Manchester Pet Mar22 Ord Mar 22 
APPLETON, JOSEPH, St Helen’s, Baker Liverpool Pet Feb 25 Ord Mar 22 
BAMFORD, pom, Rochdale, Fire Brick Manufacturer Oldham Pet Mar2i Ord 
Buxpe, Fi a z, Goodge st, Tottenham ct rd, Baker High Court Pet Mar 20 
21 
~~ " J apes Maremars, Bre Ryde, Isle of Wight, Schoolmaster Newport and 
e e 
Buooke, Gi GEORGE RUSSELL, Suringheld, Upper Clapton, Salesman High Court 


Mar 21 Ord Mar 21 
BUCKWELL, THOMAS Dovaras, St James’s terr, Burgess hill, out of business 


cesar ivon, Pet Mar 21 “Ord Mar 3 Victualler Brighton Pet Mar 23 Ord 
Crank, Wis, jun, West Hartlepool, Painter Sunderland Pet Feb14 Ord 
Cravgosravm, Joux Tuc Tuomas, High st, Hornsey, Ironmonger High Court Pet 
CLOWES, Se Huddersfield, Grocer Huddersfield Pet March 23 Ord 


March 23 
Cox, Gzonas, Dunstable, Coal Merchant Luton Pet March? Ord March 24 
sh youre. ARNOLD, Doncaster, China Dealer Sheffield Pet March 22 Ord 
CHARLES Amey, Coventry, Tobacco Merchant Coventry Pet March 16 
DEsBROW, ScutTHORPE, Woodnewton, Northamptonshire, Farmer 
Poterporough Pet March 23 Ord March 24 
Down1nG, Jacos, Old Hill, Staffordshire, ‘Teacher of Music Dudley Pet March 


23 March 
Ewe ee ELIZA, and | and Gagees BowAnps, High st, Camden Town, School 


FENTON, oy, JORATHAN, Kingston Upo upon Hull, Wosen Loien upon trail Pet 


March 21 
GAUEROGER, JOSEPH, Halifax; Labourer Halifax Pet March 19 Ord March 22 


Hopason, Joux, York, Farmer York Pet March 22 Ord March 2% 
Horxinson, EpwAkp, Lincoln, Higgler Lincoln Pet March 2 Ord March 2% 
Huauss, James, Preston, Draper Preston Pet March? Ord March 28 
Huseze, Joun, Weil 6, Mare ot, Macknay, Leather Merchant High Court Pe 


Tsasos, Aizunt, Bovis Marts, Stalioner High Court Pet March 12 Ord 
Jacxas, ALEXANDER J4aces, Southwark pk rd, Corn Dealer High Court Pet 
Jousyrs, Tuouas, Portemouth, Licensed Victualler Portsmouth Pet Feb 138 
MoGsrz, RICRARD, Walsall, Licensed Victualler Walsall Pet Jan 2 Ord 
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MILLWARD, GEORGE, Redditch, Fishmonger Birmingham Pet March 22 Ord 
March 22 


MITCHINSON. JAMES, Chapel st, Edgware rd, Furniture Dealer High Court Pet | 


March 15 Ord March 2? 

MoncriFFr. THowas, Shrewsbury, out of business Shrewsbury Pet March 16 
Ord March 23 

Moov. JOHN fF HFFFIELD, Gt Grimsby, Shoemaker Gt Grimsby 
Ord March 21 

Morris. W1Li1aM, Ellesmere, Salop. Veterinary Surgeon Wrexham Pet Mar 
22 Ord Mar 22 

Nunws. ROBERT Faston, Scunthorpe, Linco'nshire, Grocer Gt Grimsby Pet 
Mar 2? Ord Mar 23 

OsBoRNE, CHARLEY, Bissick Ladock, Cornwall, Miller Truro Pet Mar2t Ord 
Mar 24 

Pet Mar 

17 Ord Mar 22 

PETERS, HAREIS, Birmingham, Tailor Birmingham Pet Mari2 Ord Mar 24 

Pitman, CHARLES ROBERT, Walthamstow, Grocer High Court Pet Mar14 Ord 


Pet March 21 


PEACHEY. CHARLFS. Barton Mills, Suffolk, Farmer Bury St Edmunds 


Pratt, Wit1u1aM Durr. Stourport, Worcestershire, Saddler Kidderminster 
Pet Mar 20 Ord Mar 20 

Quirs.1aM, Wsrr1AM HvUGHES, Bootle, Lancashire, Accountant Liverpool Ord 

ar 92 

Ross, ARTHUR. jun, Isaac Cripps, and Henry Cripps, Swanmead, Bermondsey, 
Gelatine Makers High Court Pet Feb 23 Ord Mar 23 

RvussFiu. JOHN SHItLADY, Litchfield, Grocer Walsall Pet March 24 Ord 
March 24 | 

SipewIck. Joun, Kettlewell, Yorks, Innkeeper Bradford Pet March 24 Ord | 





SwEETING. CHARLES LAWRENCE, Chelthenham, Auctioneer Cheltenham Pet 
Feb 97 Ord March 22 

Tuomas, Davip. jun. Gellygaer. Glamorganshire, Farm Labourer Merthyr 
Tsdfil Pet March 22 Ord March 22 

Tuomas, JonN EpMUND, Wrexham, Surveyor Wrexham Pet March 23 Ord 
March 23 

TILBROOK. ARTHUR JAMES, Gt Grimsby, Fish Merchant Gt Grimsby Pet March 
21 Ord March 21 

Torson, Wiii1aM, Batley, Yorks, Grocer Ord 
March 23 


Dewsbury Pet March 19 





Where difficulty is experien~d in procur ng the Journal with regularity 
in the Coun’ry, it is requested that application be made direct to the 
Publisher. 
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SPrEexceR, THOMAS WILLIAM, Folkestone, Ironmonger Canterbury Pet March 6 
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FIRE ! ! 





“ANCHOR RELIANCE” 


SA FES 
FOR JEWELLERY, PLATE, DEEDS, BOOKS, &c. 


SOLICITORS’ DEED BOXES, 
FIRE RESISTING SAFES, £4 108, £5 58, and £8 5s. 


"LISTS FREE. 
11, NEWGATE ST., LONDON, E.C. 


SALES BY AUCTION FOR THE YEAR 1888, 


ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, 
FARMER, & BRIDGEWATER beg to announce 
that their SALES of LANDED ESTATES, Investments, 
Town, Suburban, and Country Houses, Business Premises, 
Building Land, Ground-rents, Advowsons, Reversions, 
Stocks, Shares, and other Properties, will be held at the 
Auction Mart, Tokenhouse-yard, near the Bank of Eng- 
and, in the City of Lond»z, as follows:-- 


Tues., April 10 Tues., June 19 Tues., Aug 14 
Tues., April 17 Tues., June 26 Tues., Aug 21 
Tues., April 24 Tues., July 3 Tues., Aug 28 
Tues., | Tues., July 10 Tues., Oct 9 





Tues., July 17 Tues,, Oct 23 
Tues., July 24 Tues., Nov 6 
Tues., July 31 Tues., Nov 20 
Tues., Aug 7 Tues., Dec 11 


Auctions can also be held on other days. In order to 
insure proper publicity, due notice should be given. 
The period between such notice and the proposed auc- 
tion must considerably depend upon the nature of the 
er get to be sold. A printed scale of terms can be 

ad at 80, Cheapside, or will be forwarded. Telephone 
No. 1,503, 


ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, 
i FARMER, & BRIDGEWATER’S LIST of 
ESTATES and HOUSES to be SOLD or LET, including 
Landed Estates, Town and Country Residences, Hunting 
and Shooting Quarters, Farms, Ground Rents, Rent 





Charges, House Property and Investments generally, is | 


published on the first day of each month, and may be 
obtained, free of charge, at their offices, 80, Cheapside, 
£.C., or will be sent by post in return for three stamps.— 
Particulars for inserticc should be received not later than 
four daya previous to the eud of the preceding month. 


ISLINGTON. 


Well-secured Leasehold Ground-rents of moderate 
we aihi & good position. 

Ty Bases. PHILIP D. TUCKETT & CO. 

will SELL by AUCTION, at the MART, E.C., 

on TOESDAY, APRIL 10th, at ONE o'clock, in 13 

Lote. ont, order of Trustees, the LEASEHOLD 

GRO D-RENTS, amounting to £208 10s. per 

annum, amply secured upon 40 houses (some with 

8), Nos. 165 to 119, and Nos. 189 to 211, Downham- 

0s. 17 to 29, Sherborne-street, Nos, 9 to 16, 

street, and Nos. 39 to 48, Morton-road, in 

the convenient district between Kingsland-road and 

Essex-road, let at 1entals believed to amount to up- 


wanieet £1,500 per annum. Leased at from £4 to £6 per | 


sbout 54years unexpired,and held direct from 

lder, at percorn or merely nominal rents. 
of Messrs. Pope, wn. 

Abbot, Solicitors, Bristol ; at the Mart ; o: 

Philip D. Tuckett & Co., Land Agents, Surveyors, 

&c’. 10a, Old Broad-street, E.C, 





-BURGLARS!!| 


JOHN TANN’S 


,_ & 
r of Messrs, | 


EDE AND SON, 


ROBE get MmaxERs, 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 
To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of 
the Judicial Bench, Corporation of London, &c. 


All letters inter ded fer publication 


| authenticated Ey the name of the writer. 


in the “ Solicit re’ Journal” must be 





| London Gazette. 





Advertisements can be received at these Offices 


|for the current Gazette without Expedition Fees 


ROBES FOR QUEEN’S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS. | 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 
Law Wigs and Gowns for Registrars, Town Clerks, 
and Clerks of the Peace. 
CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY AND CLERGY GOWNS. 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 


94 CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 
OFFICES and OHAMBERS. — Lofty 
and Well-lighted Offices and Chambers to be 
Let at Lonsdale Chambers, No. 27, Chancery-lane 
(opposite the New Law Courts). Also large, well- 
furnished Rooms for Meetings, Arbitrations, &c.— 
Apply to Messrs. LaunpDyY & Co., Chartered Account- 
ants, on the premises. 
(Fees to be LKET.— Some splendid 
Rooms in a fine building close to the Law 
Courts, the Patent Office, and the Chancery-lane 
Safe Deposit; lighted by electric light, and with 
every convenience ; moderate rent; well suited for a 
solicitor, law stationer, or patent Te as 4 at 
the Collector’s Office, in the Hall of 63 and 64, Chan- 
cery-lane. — > ee 
FFICES in BEDFUKD-ROW.—Ground 
floor (four good rooms and strong room).— 
Apply to E. BROMLEY, 43, Bedford-row, London. W.C. 
‘moO SOLICITORS KEMOVING.— digh- 


class professional Chambers to Let at 63, Lin- 





coln’s-inn-fields, an absolutely fire-proof, sanitary, | 


and well-lighted building ; strong rooms, bydraulic 
safety lift. warmed corridors, speaking tubes, hall 
porter, and resident housekeeper ; may be viewed at 
any time. 
NOLICITORS.—A fine Suite of Offices 
(three or five Rooms) to be Let, at New Stone- 
buildings, Chancery-lane, close to the Law Courts 
and the Chancery-lane Safe Deposit ; lighted by elec- 
tric light; every convenience ; moderate rent. Use of 
elegant Arbitration Rooms in same Building at re- 


| duced Terms.—Apply at the UCollector’s Office, in the 


Hail of 63 and 64, Chancery-lane. 


by KS, Kesidential or otherwise.— 

Splendid suite of three or five rooms to be Let 
at New Stone-buildings, Chancery-lane; well fitted ; 
lighted by electric light; convenient for the Law 
Courts, theatres, &c.; resident housekeepers ; moder- 
ate ne Bay, A at the Collector’s Office, in the Hall 
of 63 and 6:1, Chancery-lane. 


' INTEMPERANCE. 


THE MORPHIA HABIT AND THE ABUSE OF DRUGS. 


A for the Treatment and Cure of Ladies of the 
Upper and Higher Middle-classes suffering from the 
above. Highly successful results. Carriage kept. 
Private sitting-rooms if required. Medical attendant, 
i A, en Mr 
or terms, &c., apply e inci: 8. 
THEOBALD, Tower House, Leicester. pel, 


[MPERIAL FIRE INSURANCE Cum- 
PANY 








Established 18038, 

1, Old Broad-street, E.C., and 22, Pali Mall, S.W. 
Subscribed Capital, £1,200,000; Paid-up, £300,000. 
Total Invested ds over £1,600,000. 

E. COZENS SMITH, 
.General Manager. 


PRIVATE HOME (Established 1864) | 


| 





until 1.15 p.m, on 
Mondays and Thursdays. 


COVERNMENT EXPEDITION FEES 
(ON LATE ADVERTISEMENTS). 
Mondays and Thursdays to 4.15 p.m. 5s, 
Tuesdays and Fridays » 11,15 a.m. 108, 
oe 1.15 p.m, 20s, 


REYNELL & SON, 


**London Gazette’? and General Advertising 
Contractors, 


44, CHANCERY LANE, W.C. 


(Opposite Lincoln's Inn Gateway). 
ESTABLISHED BY THE LATE GEO. REYNELL IN 1812. 


ROVIDENT LIFE OFFIOE, 
50, REGENT STREET, LONDON, W. 
Abstract of Annual and Quinquennial Report of the 
Directors, 17th Feoruary, 1838. 

Proposals were received for New Assurances 
amounting to £539,861. Of these 954 were accepted, 
and Policies granted for £462,243, the annual Premiums 
upon which were £16,012; these figures show an in- 
crease upon the year 1886 of 101 in the number of 
Policies issued, £76,683 in the amount assured, and 
£2,449 in the new annual Premiums. 

oa osals for £77,698 were declined or not com- 
pleted. 

. The Claims for the year were £239,278, an increase 
of £10,070 upon the amount for 1886. 

The Annual Income is now £319,719. The total 
funds at the close of the year were £2,501,299, an in- 
crease of £15,344. 

On the 31st of December last was completed another 
Quinquennial period, and in accordance with the 
terms of the 54th Clause of the Deed of Constitution, 
a Valuation of the Liabilities under all Policies of 
Assurance has been made by the Amery. 

The Valuation of the Assets and Liabilities results 
in a surplus of £451,123 4s. 4d., yielding. after — 
aside the ample reserve provided for under the 
of Constitution, £6,804 183. tothe Shareholders; while 
the reversionary value of £218.75% 14s, 2d. will 
allotted to the various Policies entitled to Bonus 
KINNAIRD, Chairman. 


” ” 


AW UNION FIRE and LIFE INSU- 
RANCE COMPANY. 
ESTABLISHED IN THE YEAR 1854. 
The only Law Insurance Office in the United Kingdom 
which transacts both Fire and Life Insurance 
ness. 


Chizi Office— 

216, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON, W.C. 
The Funds in hand and Capital Subscribed amount to 
upwards of £1,900,000 sterling 
Chairman—J AMES CUDDON, Esq., of the Middle 
Temple, Barrister-at-Law. 
Deputy-Chairman—CHARLES PEMBERTON, Esq. on 

Pembertons), Solicitor, 44, Lincoln’s-inn-fieids. 

The Directors invite attention to the New Form of © 
Life Policy, which is free from all conditions. 

Policies of Insurance granted against the contin- 7 
gency of Issue at moderate rates of Premium. 

The Company ADVANCES Money on Mortgage or © 
Life Interests and Reversions, whether absolute or 
contingent. 

The Company also purchases Reversions. 5 

Prospectuses, copies of the Directors’ Report and 

Balance Sheet, and every information, sent © 
post-free on application to 


FRANK MoGEDY, Actuary and Secretary. 








